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Ir sEEMS that the Lord Chief Justice is opposed to 
the practice of magistrates’ clerks conducting prose- 
cutions. Now that suspicion has been thrown upon 
the honesty of these gentlemen, the sooner the system 
is done away with the better. The mere existence of 
the suspicion is almost as injurious to the administra- 
tion of justice as if it were well founded. That it is 
in any way well founded we cannot think. Taking 
the case at Lewes, with reference to which the Lord 
Chief Justice’s observations were made, it is perfectly 
clear that the magistrates directed that their clerk 
should take up the prosecution in order to secure that 
it should be prosecuted. If the fees allowed for pro- 
secuting were such as to be really remunerative, there 
would have been no necessity for this at all, for some 
one else would have been certain to take it up. 

As we are in favour of the appointment of public 
presecutors, we do not, of course, object to the resulé 
which the observations of the Lord Chief Justice will 
tend to bring about, but still we must point out the 
unfairness of making such imputations with so very 
little ground. We believe that it would be found on 
investigation that where magistrates’ clerks take up 
prosecutions, it is rather because no one else will do 
so for fear of being out of pocket, than because the 
fees are remunerative. 

A further question was raised in the same case as to 
the duty of attorneys to deliver briefs for the prosecu- 
tion before the bills have been found by the Grand 
Jury. Now it is perfectly clear that as a general rule 
it is right to do this, for, if not, how could the first 
ease be conducted? The fact of a case being weak, 
and, therefore, one in which the bill is likely to be 
thrown out by the Grand Jury, shows that the case is 
one which, if the bill should be found, will require 
careful consideration, so that the brief should be de- 
livered earlier rather than later. It appears, however, 
notwithstanding the views which the Chief Justice, 
according to the report, appeared to hold, that Mr. 
Avory, who has most practical experience upon such 
points, allowed the fee. 

It seems pretty clear that the magistrates of tho 
county of Sussex are not in high favour just at present 
either with the judges on the Home circuit or with the 
Yimes reporter. They have not this year held any ad- 
journed sessions before the spring assizes, ‘Che con- 
sequence has been that all the prisoners committed 
since the Epiphany sessions at the commencement of 
January have had to be tried at the assizes. ‘This was 
& common complaint a few years ago, but now it is 
usual in most counties to hold ry hone sessions, and 
thus clear the gaol of minor offenders before tho assize, 
It is unfortunate that this was not done in Sussex, not 
only because the judges would have been spared the 
trouble of trying these minor offenders—which perhaps 
as they had nothing else to do was not of so much 

consequence as itmight have been—but also because 








the readers of the Times would haye been spared the 
dissertations on criminal law which have been giver 
them in place of reports, and which, however amusing, 
are likely to mislead the general public. 





WE HAVE ALREADY REFERRED (ante, p. 226) to the 
singular conglomeration which Mr, Justice Lawson some 
time since put forth before the “ Statistical and Social 
Inquiry Society of Ireland” under the title of a “ Speci- 
men Code of the Law of Evidence.” We are glad to 
see that its learned author has since arrived so far as to 
see that it is not necessary (at least, not always) to enact 
the same thing twice in the same statute in different 
words, and that he has accordingly erased the 5th ori- 
ginal clause of his proposed measure. In other respects 
it remains unaltered, and is now introduced into the 
House of Commons in a bill bearing the names of Mr. 
Heron and Mr. Pim. We have no apprehension that 
such a travesty of codification will ever become law, but 
we must protest against an attempt to introduce funda- 
mental changes in an important branch of law under the 
false colours of a code. This is not a code, nor anything 
like it, it is simply a bill (and a very badly-drawn bill) 
to introduce certain alterations in the law of evidence; 
and its quality may be judged of by the fact that Mr. 
Heron (who, though a lawyer, ventures to back it) can 
find no other lawyer hardy enough to join him in the 
enterprise. To make the comedy complete, it now only 
remains for Mr. Pim to explain and defend the details 
of the new measure. 





THE CHAncERY Courts are sitting to-day at 
Lincoln’s-inn, and the common law judges are on 
circuit, but just at this moment all their cases put 
together are less important, so far as public interest 
goes, than the issue which is to be fought out this 
afternoon in the case of Oxford vy. Cambridge in the 
Court of Father Thames. And though at first sight 
any allusion to aquatic matters in a legal journal may 
seem to be as incongruous and out of place as the 
temperature of Christmas is unwelcome to the holiday- 
makers on the day of the University Boat-race, we 
fancy that yet most of our readers will be interested 
in counting up the number of old University oarsmen 
who have enrolled themselves in the ranks of the 
lawyers. Of these there is a goodly array of names, 
well-known in the profession of the law. In en- 
deavouring to reckon up their number we are counting 
only ‘‘’Varsity oars” who have represented their 
Universities at the great annual race. 

Beside the late Lord Justice Selwyn, one Com- 
mon Law judge is in the list—viz, Sir W. B. 
Brett, who in 1839 rowed 7 in the winning Cam- 
bridge boat. At the Common Law bar the Hon. 
George Denman, Q.C., represents the Cambridge 
crews of ’41 and ‘42, while Mr. J. W. Chitty upholds 
the honour of Lincoln’s Inn as the hero of three con- 
tests, in two of which he led his university (Oxford) 
to victory. We have also at the Chancery Bar Mr. 
Macnaghten, avery celebrated oar, who rowed for Cam- 
bridge in '52. Of younger Chancery barristers, Mr. 
Borthwick rowed 6 in the Cambridge boat in "64 and 
65; Mr. Raikes, rowed bow for Oxford in ‘65 and 
66; and Mr. Marsden was stroke of the Dark Blues 
in '67 and rowed No. 4 in 68, Turning to the Com- 
mon Law Bar, we find on the Home Cireuit Mr. 
A. L. Smith, who rowed twice, and was one of the 
celebrated Cambridge crew that sank in 1859, Mr. 
Darroch, of the Northern Circuit, was also in the 
sinking crew, and an earlier winning one, Mr. 
Paley, of the Common Law Bar, who died a few years 
ago, rowed in the Cambridge boat in "60; this was 
the last race which Cambridge won before the ten 
years of Oxford success, Mr. Coventry, formerly of 
the Home Circuit, but now in local practice in 
the North of England, was in the same crew, Ox 
the Northern Circuit Mr, Smyly rowed for CQua- 
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bridge in *62 and ’63; on the Western Circuit there 
are Mr. Medlicott and Mr. A. R. Poole, of whom the 
former rowed for Oxford in ’61, the latter in ’61 and 
62, and Mr. R. A. Kinglake, who rowed four succes- 
sive years for Cambridge during the long losing series. 
Of the younger generation of oarsmen there are Mr. 
W. R. Griffiths, stroke of the Cambridge boat in ’66 
and ’67, now of the Midland Circuit; Mr. W. W. 
Wood, of the Home Circuit, who rowed in the Oxford 
boats of 66 and ’67..Mr. W. B. Woodgate the Amateur 
Champion of the Thames in ’64 and 67, and one of 
the victorious Oxford crews in *62 and ’63, is a mem- 
ber of the Oxford Circuit. 

In the other branch of our profession there are 
doubtless several distinguished University oarsmen, 
but we regret that at present we can call to mind 
only two names, that of Mr. G. G. Thomas, of Balliol 
College, who rowed No. 7 in the Oxford winning crew 
in "59 (and has since taken the name of Treherne), 
and that of Mr. J. T. Morland, of Abingdon, who 
steered the Light Blues in °59 and ’60. 

We have confined ourselyes in the above list to 
practising barristers. We may very probably have 
omitted some names, and shall be happy to be corrected 
on this point. 

Mr. RB. L. Lloyd, of Magdalen College, Cambridge, 
who rowed several years running, and is a very well- 
remembered captain, and who is named as the umpire 
this year, in consequence of the much-regretted illness 
of Me. J. W. Chitty, was called to the bar in 1864, but 
never practised. 

To the above list we have to add one oarsman now 
atthe American Bar—yiz., Mr. G. H. Richards, bow of 
the Cambridge crew in ’61 and stroke in 62, who has 
for many years been in practice at Boston, Massa- 
chussets. 





THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL made rather a mess of the 
Statutory Declarations topic yesterday week ; in reply 
to aquestion put to him by Lord Bury, he said :— 

“*The words of the Act were, ‘It may and shall be lawful 
for a judge,” &c.. and they imposed a statutory duty on the 
jadge, and left him no more discretion to refuse to receive a 
statutory declaration than to neglect to discharge any other 
doty imposed on him by law. He was, therefore, of opinion 
tha: Mr. Vaaghan was bound to receive the statutory decla- 
ration made in Re It was the duty of the 
istrate to take the declaration, and no magistrate had a 
right to assume a jurisdiction which did not belong to him, 
and refase to receive a declaration which might be material 
and important.” 






This being =, it is not surprising to find that a few 
cays later the Attorney-General is asked by the same 
bon. member whether the Mansion House regulations 
2 to these declarations are according to law! If the 
Attomey-General is right in what he said on Friday 
week, it is obvious that the Mansion House is wrong ; 
beth camnot be right, and Mr. Oke is as good an 
euthority as Sir J. D. Coleridge. But the Attorney- 
General sects to attempt to evade this antagonism 
taking refuge in obscurity. In reply to the second 
Question, be s2id -— 

“He had nshing to add tw the statement he had made on 
Friday, nor had he anything to withdraw from it. He 
cestaimly di not mean to state, nor did he believe he had 
Hated, ond if 2 magistrate chose to take on himeclf a fall 
inquiry, ond had the means of satisfying himself that much 
inquiry was oxnylec aml sativfactory, he would not be 
wetted in ref vo wereive euch 4 declaration as that to 
whack the mobic Lord bad referred, or amy other declaration. 
What ke scid was, that the law cast on the magistrate the 
outy of aking 2 tatatory declaration which the «mallet com- 
tidertion must crnble him to know Aten omtsined matter 
highly chjertiomalle with regard ts individual, In order 
“hata magutestes stmli wtily his mind that he ought or 
MEG BG we tev % Habary declaration he mast go 
thewugh i, cule he wee willing tw take it om the faith of 
a6 yantenwivnas pert wy whine it was prepared, 









If the magistrate chose to take upon himself the duty of 
inquiring, he was of course at liberty to do so. What he 
had stated was simply that the magistrate did that on his 
own responsibility, but that the law cast upon him the duty 
of receiving a statutory declaration independently, gener. 
ally speaking, of the contents of the document, and that 
duty he was called upon to discharge like every other.” 


The second answer contradicts the first. 

If the Attorney-General’s utterances are to be con- 
strued like a will, the latter to override the earlier when 
contradictory, the result is that he allows magistrates a 
discretion, in which case they will do well to take a leaf 
from the Mansion House book. We do not say the 
question is clear of all doubt, but, in our opinion, 
having regard to the intention and the preamble of the 
Act, the Mansion House interpretation is the right one, 


A socretTy has been instituted called the Society of 
Accountants in England, which now numbers, we are 
told, more than a hundred members—scattered over 
all parts of the kingdom, The aim of this society is 
stated to be— 

‘*To promote, in every way, the complete acquisition of 
those branches of knowledge which are essential to the 
practice of an accountant ; to decide upon questions of pro- 
fessional usage or courtesy; to advance generally the 
efficiency and character of members of the profession, and 
so to guard those vast public interests which are now 
annually committed to the skill and honour of the ac- 
countant.” 








Mr. H. T. J. Macnamara, of the Oxford Cireuit, 
has accepted the judgeship of the Marylebone County 
Court recently rendered vacant by the death of Mr. 
Ellis McTaggart. This is an appointment which will 
give universal satisfaction. 





REMANETS. 


The compulsory postponement of the trial of two road 
indictments at Maidstone, which we shortly noticed last 
week, affords a strong instance of the defective manner 
in which our present assize system occasionally works. 
The circumstances, however, were exceptional, and if 
examined we think that they will not be found to furnish 
so strong an argument in favour of local courts as the 
Times in a leading article assumed that they did. In 
this case the system itself was not in fault so much as 
would at first sight appear, for with a very moderate 
amount of foresight on the part of those entrusted with 
carrying it out, the necessity for postponement need 
never have arisen at all. 

At the last Summer Assizes in Kent, there were 
several indictments entered for trial on the civil 
side, having been removed into the Queen’s Bench 
by certiorari. First, there stood several indictments 
against the Rev. Mr. English for various criminal 
offences, and after these two road indictments, in which 
some of the special jurors had viewed the locus in quo. 
The trial of the first indictment against English pro- 
ceeded in the ordinary way before Mr. Baron Bramwell, 
and before its conclusion the other judge, Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, finished all the remaining business, and was 
p to commence the trial of the road indictments, 
when it was found that the viewers had been inadver- 
tently sworn upon the jury trying English, The parties 
considered the presence of the viewers of so much im- 
portance that they preferred not to try without them, 
and as it would have been impossible for Mr. Baron 
Bramwell and his jury to try them after the trial of 
English was concl , the cases were postponed with 
the understanding that they would stand first for trial 
in the spring. pF ce however, the jury trying 


Kaglish disagreed and were discharged without a ver- 
dict, Conmejuently that case still stood before the road 
indictments at the Spring Assizes. Inthe ordinary way, 
neither the judges, who fix the days for the circuits, nor 
the officers of the cireuit upon whose report they act, 
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can know much about the amount of civil business that 
there will be, but in this case the existeace of these in- 
dictments, and the length of time which would be re- 

uired for their trial, was thoroughly well known. It 
is difficult to see how there can be any excuse for not 
appointing time enough to try them. It is unfair, 
therefore, to charge the fault in this case upon the 
system, although we fully admit that it does sometimes 
happen that the making of remanets is unavoidable, and 
that in such cases a grievance arises which is fairly 
attributable to the assize system, and which calls for 
some alteration in it, although not necessarily for local 
courts. 

It is worth observation that in the present case 
not only might the postponement have been avoided if 
a little care had been taken beforehand to ascertain 
what time would be required, but even when the difti- 
culty arose, cases might have been tried before Mr. 
Justice Hannen, whose name was in the Commission, 
who had sat for Chief Justice Bovill at all the preceding 
towns on the circuit, and who would have taken the 
whole circuit but for the intervention of the Tichborne 
jury. We cannot think that there would have been 
any serious difficulty in getting that learned judge to 
come to Maidstone for the purpose, if any real effort 
had been made todo so. There are, however, difficulties 
in the way of one judge making such a request to an- 
other which are perhaps not generally understood, and 
these arise out of the question of expenses. At present the 
judges pay their own circuit expenses, and these amount 
to something between £500 and £700 a-year. The 
election judges, being relieved from going on circuit 
except in place of some other judge, avoid these ex- 
penses. tely a difficulty arose as to the payment of 
the expenses of the judge who should take Chief Justice 


Bovill’s place on circuit, in case he had been detained ! 


by the Tichborne case. We are not aware how this was 
settled, or whether the Treasury agreed to pay the 
expenses in consequence of the peculiarity of the case, 
It is obvious, however, that this arrangement, if made, 
would not have extended to cover the case of a third 
judge coming to Maidstone. All this requires alteration. 
We do not believe that the country will ever get the full 
benefit of the services of the additional judges until some 
definite arrangement is made upon this question ef ex- 
enses. One gentleman will not ask another for help if 
a so doing he is imposing a pecuniary aa upon the 
latter. If it is for help for himself personally, of course 
he would be willing to pay the expense; but in such a 
case as that at Maidstone, the assistance is required for 
the benefit of the public, and not of the judge. The best 
solution, of course, is to relieve the judges altogether 
from the payment of the circuit expenses, making some 
deduction from their salary, if it is not thought fit 
practically to increase it, This, which would have been 
a desirable reform at any time, became almost impera- 
tive as soon as there were more judges than circuits. 
The real reason why such an alteration, which has been 
under discussion for some time, has never been made, is 
because any Government would probably feel it to be 
impossible deliberately to offer the common law judges 
a less salary than the Vice-Chancellors, although, as long 
asno change is made as to this matter of expenses, less is 
practically paid to them. Itis, however, the worst possible 
economy to have additional judges, and then to prevent 
their services being fully available for want of a reason- 
able provision as to their expenses, It is analogous to 
the refusal to provide in the Judicial Committee Act for 
the judges’ clerks, a mistake which the Government 
must have bitterly repented long ago, eonsidering the 
trouble into which it brought them. After all, however, 
what is wanted in the case of the election judges is not 
so much payment of their expenses when assisting in 
disposing of unexpectedly heavy work on circuit, as some 
definite understanding on the question by whom they 
should be borne, In the case to which we have allude 
the amount of expense incurred by an election judge in 





coming down to Maidstone would be quite trifling, and we 
cannot imagine that the fact of having to pay the amount 
would in the smallest degree influence either the one 
judge in making the request or the other judge in giving 
the assistance. At the same time, we can quite understand 
that the Chief Justice might hesitate on the one hand 
to ——— to his brother judge, ‘if you will come and 
help, I will pay your expenses,” or, on the other hand, 
to say nothing on the subject when asking for the help. 
The position of having to make such arrangements be- 
tween each otver is one in which judges should not be 
placed. 

We are tired of waiting for the completion of grand 
schemes. For the last four or five years we have been 
in the position much like that of a man who, because 
some one has suggested to him to build himself a new 
house, makes himself uncomfortable by neglecting 
to do the annual repairs required in his old one. 
There are many objections to piecemeal legislation, 
and to patching up an old system that never can be 
made to work properly. We do not ourselves believe 
that our judicial system is so entirely defective but 
what it can be made to work satisfactorily, by mere 
amendment without entire reconstruction, but whether 
it can or not why should it not be made to work as well 
as possible pending the construction of the new system 
which is to replace it? The Act under which the 
election judges were appointed and by which their 
duties are defined expires this session. The Attorney- 
General, in one of the bills he has introduced, proposes 
to make it perpetual. Why should not some provisions 
be introduced for making the services of these judges 
more easily and generally available ? 








RECENT DECISIONS. 





EQUITY. 

PATENT—CIRCULAR THREATENING PROCEEDINGS 
FOR INFRINGEMENT—DAMAGE TO PROPERTY. 
Rollins v. Hinks, VY. C. M., 20 W. R. 287. 

The defendants in Roll'ns v. Hinks were the mann- 
facturers of a patented lamp-burner. They issued a 
circular to the trade, threatening legal proceedings 
against any person who should expose for sale any lamp- 
burner of the kind manufactured by the plaintiff, who 
held a patent of earlier date granted by the United 
States for a Jamp-burner exactly resembling the defen- 
dants’ lamp-burner. The effect of this cirenlar was to 
stop the sale in this country of the plaintiffs lamp- 
burners ; whereupon he filed his bill to restrain the 
defendants from continuing to issue the circular ; and 
for damages. The Vice-Chancellor considered the question 
to be, whether the circular was issued with the purpose 
tofollow it up bya suit for infringement against the 
plaintiff, or not ; 7. ¢., whether at the time when the cir- 
cular was issued, the defendants did or did got entertain 
a bond fide belief in the validity of their patent; and as 
he came to the conclusion upon the evidence before him 
that the defendants could not have entertained a bend 
Jide belief in the validity of their patent, by reason of 
the prior publication in this country of the plaintiff's 
patent, he decided that unless the defendants would give 
an undertaking to file a bill for infringemeat against the 
defendant within a reasonable time, the injunction must 

0. 
; The decision seems to us to be open to some obser- 
vations, No doubt the Court has jurisdiction to restrain 
the publication of any document tending to the destrac- 
tion of property, whether consisting of money or of pro- 
fessional reputation by which property is acquired (iver 
v, Holden 17 W.R. 482, L. R. 7 Bg. 488), and it may be 
conceded that the defendants’ circular did tead to the 
doatruoction of the plaintiff's property by interfering with 
the sale of his lamp-burners. But the defendants’ patent 
was atill subsisting, and why should the defendants be 
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compelled to assume the offensive by commencing pro- 
ceedings in order to justify the threat contained in the 
circular ? In Wren v. Wield (17 W. R. ©. L. Dig. 91 & 
99, L. R. 4 Q.B. 730) the plaintiffs brought an action, 
alleging in the declaration that the defendants falsely and 
maliciously wrote or said to various persons who had 
purchased, or were intending to purchase, spooling 
machines made by the plaintiffs, that the machines were 
infringements of the defendants’ patents, and that the 
defendants claimed royalties for the use of the machines ; 
and that if they used the machines without paying roy- 
alties he should take legal proceedings. The plaintiffs 
at the trial offered to prove various  specifica- 
tions and machines, existing before the date of 
the defendant’s patent, to show that the defen- 
dant’s specification claimed matters that were not new, 
and also that the defendant had used them. Lush, J., 
ruled that, as the defendant’s patent was still subsisting, 
and not set aside on scire facias or otherwise, the evi- 
dence was immaterial, and directed a nonsuit. On a 
rule being afterwards obtained for anew trial, the Court 
of Queen’s Bench held that the ruling of the judge was 
right ; that where a person claims a right in himself 
which he intends to enforce against a purchaser, he is 
entitled, and in common fairness bound, to give the in- 
tended purchaser warning of his intention ; and that 
no action lies for giving such preliminary warning 
unless it can be shewn, either that the threat was made 
mala fide, only with the intent to injure the vendor, and 
without any purpose to follow it up by an action against 
the purchaser, or that the circumstances were such as to 
make the bringing an action altogether wrongful. 
Rollins v. Hinks, in the opinion of the Vice-Chancellor, 
came within the above exception. If it did not, the 
plaintiff would have been bound to establish his right, 
and upset the defendants’ patent, by scire facias, inas- 
much as their patent was de facto subsisting. The reader 
will notice the dictum of the Vice-Chancellor that the 
Court has no prima facie impression in favour of an un- 
tested patent. In point of fact, the species of property 
created by the grant of letters patent differs from all 
other species of property in this respect—namely, that 
possession is not, according tothe proverb, nine-tenths of 
the law. The possessor of a patent cannot afford to 
stand on the defensive when his title is impeached like 
other owners of property. To have established the 
validity of the patent in nine suits is no bar to a tenth ; 
and the power possessed by the courts under 5 & 6 
Will. 4 c. 83. s. 3, as varied by 5 & G Vict. c. 97,8. 2, 
where the validity of a patent has been once established, 
of ordering the defendant in any subsequent suit to pay 
the plaintiff's costs, charges, and expenses, is practically 
little or no check on such: litigation. 


COMMON LAW. 
MINES—RATEABILITY OF SURFACE Works. 
Queen v. Overseers of East Dean, Q. B., 20 W. R. 332, 

4 L. R. 7 QB. 

The old constraction of 43 Eliz. c. 2, ®, 1, by which 
the express mention in the statute of coal-mines was 
held to exclude all other mines from the rateability to 
which they would certainly have been otherwise subject 
as lond, was upheld by the House of Lords in Crawshay 
v. Morgan, L. RB, 5 H. L. 304, principally on the ground 
of the long period during which that construction had 
prevailed, and the injustice which a change in what had 
ever rince the statute been understood to be the law 
would, if effected by judicial decision, produce upon 
thore who had entered into arrangements based on the old 
view. But in Rex v. Bilston, 5 B. & OC. 851, this excep- 
tion had been carried to a very unwarrantable length, 
the Court holding that the immunity extended to works 
upon the surface, which were used exclusively for the 
purposes of the mine. In the recent case of Talargoch 
Lead Mining Company v. St, Asaph Union, L. R. 8 Q. B. 
476,16 W. RB. 860, some doubt was thrown upon this deci- 





sion, and it was suggested by Blackburn, J. (a suggestion 
adopted in Queen v. Metropolitan Board of Works, L. R, 
4Q. B. 15, 17 W.R. 527), that it did not appear that the 
engine whichwas there held not rateable occupied, in fact, 
any part of the surface. It is clear, however, that, whether 
it did or not, the ground upon which the Court proceeded 
in Rex v. Bilston, was independent of that circumstance, 
and that if the surface works of a mine were to be held 
rateable, it could only be by overruling that case. In 
the present case this point was clearly raised, and it was 
expressly held that the surface works of an iron mine, 
though used only for the purpose of the mine, were 
rateable. The case of Rex v. Bilston is therefore over- 
ruled. It need scarcely be said that this is quite in con- 
formity with principle, as well as with the current of 
recent dectsions. The mine is one thing, the surface 
another. The owner of the mine, requiring the sur- 
face for his works, woald pay to the owner of the sur- 
face a rent for its use. It makes no difference that 
the owner of the mine is also the owner of the surface, 
or that he has (as in the present case) a right to,its 
use under the statute which confers upon him the right 
to the mine (which was here a gale in the Forest of 
Dean). The value to him of the surface is equally 
capable of estimation as distinct from the value of his 
interest in the mine. , 








REVIEWS. . 


The Law Magazine and Review. New Series. No. II. 


March, 1872. London: Butterworths. 


The March number of the new Law Magazine contains 
in addition to its columns of “Legal Gossip,” ‘ Book- 
notices,’ &c., five papers in the character of articles. The 
first is ‘‘a translation of the part of the ‘ Discours’ 
delivered by M. Rousse, Batonnier of the Order of Advocates 
at Paris at the opening ofthe Courts after the Long Vacation 
on the 2nd of December in the last year.” We do not see 
anything in this to render it of any special interest to Eng- 
lish lawyers. The second paper is on the Report of the 
Commission appointed in 1868 to inquire into the Courts of 
Law in Scotland. A biography of the late Chief Justice 
Lefroy comes next. An article on Tribunals of Commerce 
points out with success some of the objections to the scheme 
proposed by the select committee of last year, A 
paper on “Appeal in Criminal Cases’ may be glanced 
at with profit, as summarising the history of the topic. 
The writer seems to advocate a right of appeal in all cases, 
but we do not gather what machinery he would propose. 
Apparently he is not aware that as far as capital cases are 
concerned, the matter has been before the Legislature since 
1858—e.y., by Sir G. Jenkinson’s ill-advised bill of 1870. 
As to the capital cases, there is decidedly scope for improve- 
ment, since the appellate jurisdiction of the Home Secre- 
tary is about as unsatisfactory as can be imagined, but the 
Chancery reforms in this direction have been much impaired 
by inconsidered and ill-instructed efforts. The current 
namber of the Law Magazine also contains an article on the 
Law of Evidence question, as Jately raised in India. 

The ‘* legal gossip” column includes the name of ‘* Mr. 
Stiggins, QC.,” (sic) in the list of the new Q.C.'s, 








Mr. Daniel, Q.C., at the Burnley County Court on Thurs- 
day called attention to Mr. Bass’s bill to prohibit the enter- 
ing of plaints in county courts for sums not exceeding furty 
shillings. He said the effect of the bill, if passed, would 
inevitably be that no shopkeeper could trust a working man 
with goods upon credit unless he contracted a debt exceeding 
£2, though the goods might be necessaries of life, 

Tue Evrorean Assurance Socrery.—On Thursday a 
Committee of the House of Commons had before them a bill 
for ascheme to wind up the European Society and other com- 

nies, The scheme which was opposed by the British Nation 

iety provided for an arbitration by V. C. Malins. The 
committee, after hearing counsel, declined;to proceed with the 
bill, on the peg that the alterations from the original 
bill submitted to them amounted to the substitution of a 
new bill. Time was given till Monday next for the parties 
to consider what course should be taken, 
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COURTS. 


COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
LINCOLN’ s-INN-FIELDS, 
(Before Sir J. Bacon, Chief Judge.) 
March 18.—Re Sennett. 

Solicitor being trustee umder a deed of assignment for the 
benefit of creditors, committed for contempt of Court in not 
distributing assets. 

This was an application on behalf of Edward James, a 
creditor under a deed of assignment for the benefit of 
creditors, for the committal of Mr. Hector Martin Rowell, 
a solicitor, for contempt of Court. . 

In September, 1867, the debtor, Sennett, executed a deed 
of assignment for the benefit of creditors, pursuant to the 
192nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, which was duly 
registered, and Mr. Rowell was the surviving trustee under 
that deed. Ithaving come to the knowledge of the creditors 
that Mr. Rowell had received a considerable sum of money 
under the deed of which no distribution had been made, 
the aid of ths Court of Bankruptcy was invoked, and an 
order was granted requiring Mr. Rowell to render an 
account. In pursuance of that order, Mr. Rowell filed an 
account whereby, after deducting disbursements, he admitted, 
that a balance of £300 remained in his hands. Afterwards 
the Court made an order for distribution of that fund within 
fourteen days, but the bankrupt failed to comply with the 
order, and then the Court peremptorily directed that the 
money should be paid into the Bank of England within 
three days. For non-compliance with these orders the 
present application was made. 

In opposition to the application, Mr. Rowell made an affi- 
davit in which he stated that the applicant, who was a credi- 
tor for a very smull amount only, had never proved his debt 
under the deed ; that the orders had been irregularly ob- 
tained, and were not duly served; that he had made payments 
beyond those which appeared in his account, and that he had 
incurred other liabilities for costs and otherwise. 

Brough, who appeared in support of the applicaticn, said 
there was no desire to press harshly upon Mr. Rowell, but, 
as four years and a-half had elapsed since the registration of 
the deed, it was quite time the fund was distributed. 

Mr. Rooks (solicitor), for Mr. Rowell.—It is impossible to 
comply with both orders. 

Bacon, C.J.— Many of the reasons alleged in Mr. 
Rowell’s affidavit are frivolous, and have nothing in the 
world to do with the matter. The orders proceed upon the 
admission by Mr. Rowell that he has the money in his hands. 
There must be an order for commitment, and Mr. Rowell 
must pay the costs. 

Mr. Rooks asked that the order should not be enforced 
for a reasonable time. 

Bacon, C.J.—The order will be made now, but the 
warrant for commitment shall not be executed for two days. 

Solicitor for Mr. James, 4. Drew. 

(Before Mr. Registrar KEEN.) 
~ March 15.—Jn re Clapham. 
Composition—Transfer of debtor's assets in specie, in satisfac- 
tion of composition. 

This was an application to register a composition valued 
at 19s. 6d. in the pound by the transference to the creditors 
of a number of shares in a public company held by the 
debtor. 

It appeared that the debtor was manager and secretary of 
the lead Royal Park Estate Building and Investment Society, 
and in January last failed for £60,000. At the time of his 
failure he was the holder of certain shares in the undertaking, 
and at the first meeting of the creditors a resolution was passed 
by which they consented to take over the shares of the debtor, 
which it was estimated would produce a sufficient sum in 
process of time to pay the proposed composition, but which 
were at present in an inchoate state, not having been issued 
to the public. 

Mr. Learoyd, on the part of the debtor and the assenting 
creditors, who were the great majority, now applied to re- 
gister the resolution. 

Mr. Dalston opposed, on behalf of a non-assenting credi- 
tor, who objected to become a shareholder in the concern 
against her will. 

The ReaisTrar held that the meaning of the term in the 





Act was a composition in money, and although he had 
known wine taken, yet it bore a certain defined value. 
It was impossible to say what Jay behind the shares of a 
public company ; and although the shares proposed to be 
accepted here were described as fully paid up, yet who could 
tell whether the company had not made some arrangements 
with another? He conceived that the assenting crediters 
could not make the dissentients shareholders, and of course 
sharers in the liability of a company against their will, and 
on that ground refused the registration. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.C. W. Pater, solicitor, of Cambridge, has been ap- 
pointed by his senior partner, Mr. Frederic Barlow, one of the 
coroners for the county to be deputy coroner for Cambridge- 
shire. This appointment is made on the resignation of the 
deputy coronership by Mr. Frederick Grain, solicitor, who has 
acted as deputy for Mr. Barlow, since that gentleman’s ap- 
poiment as coroner more than eighteen years since, and 
now retires in Mr. Palmer’s favour. 

Mr. Samvet Hapriexp, of Manchester, has been ap- 
pointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women, in and for the 
county of Lancaster, and also in and for the county of 
Chester. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

March 19.—Law Bills and Appeals.—In reply to some 
observations by Lord Cairns, the Lord Chancellor explained 
that it was not quite correct to say that the Judicature 
Commission had been engaged in preparing the bills which 
he intended to introduce. But during the recessa number of 
gentlemen, members of the Commission, had voluntarily 
formed themselves into a committee, and had most kindly 
gone through the bill to which he was referring. These 
gentlemen were Lord Justice James, Baron Bramwell, Mr. 
Justice Quain, and Mr. Hcllams. ‘They were members of 
the Commission, and were in fact a self-appointed committee 
for the purpose. 

Acts of Uniformity Amendment Bill.—The Archbishop of 
Canterbury moved the second reading.—The recommenda- 
tions of the Ritual Commission might be divided into two 
parts (1) those which could be carried into effect by general 
consent, and by two or three simple alterations in the Aet 
of Uniformity, and (2) those which required an alteration in 
the Rubric, as to which great diversity of opinion prevailed. 
The bill dealt only with the first. 1t proviced a short form 
of service for week-days; a special service on occasions of 
deliverance from sickness, harvest thanksgivings, Kc. ; a 
third Sunday service, differing from Morning and Evening 
Prayer, but taken from the Prayer-book ; a division of the 
Sunday morning service by the omission of the Litany or 
the Communion Service ; and, finally, it extended to parish 
churches the liberty enjoyed by the Universities of a ser- 
mon being preached preceded only by a Collect or the 
Bidding Prayer. These special services were to be under 
the sanction of the Bishop, and the short service was set 
forth in the schedule.—The bill was read a second time. 

The Bishops’ Resignation Act Continuance Bill, snd the 
Deans’ and Canons’ Resignation Bill (which applies to Cathe- 
dral authorities the provisions of the Bishops’ Resignation 
Act) were, on the motion of the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
read a second time. 

The Marriage Laws.—Lord Chelmsford called attention 
to the report of the Royal Commission of 1868 and its 
recommendations, The primary object of the Commission 
was to bring the Marriage Law in different parts of the 
kingdom in unison, and with this object in view the Com- 
missioners laid down what they deemed to be the principles 
of a sound Marriage Law. They made most important 
recommendations as to the inquiries preliminary to marriage, 
and expressed their opinion that the publication of banns 
ought not to be required by law as a condition either of 
legality or of regularity in a marriage. The Commissioners 
also recommended the total abolition of fees on marriage, 
and said that if their recommendations were adopted the 
enactments necessary to give effect to them should bo om- 
bodied in a single statute, and that all the existing statutes 
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on the subject should be repealed. He asked if the Govern- 
ment were going to bring in a bill.—The Lord Chancellor 
excused the Government for not presenting any measure, 
alleging the difficulty of the subject and diversity of opinion, 
and the press of more important matter. 

Parish Registers—Lord Romiily moved for a return 
from the rector, vicar, curate, officiating minister, or incum- 
bent in charge of each parish, chapelry, or ecclesiastical dis- 
trict in England and Wales, of all fees, emoluments, or 
gratuities received during the five years ending December, 
31, 1871, for searches of or copies and extractse from any 
parish registers or other parochial documents relating to 
baptisms, marriages, and burials in his custody, charge, or 
possession, specifying the total amount of each fee, emolu- 
ment, or gratuity received under each head; also a list 
from each of the same persons ofall registers, records, books, 
documents, or other instruments relating to baptisms, 
marriages, and burials in his possession on December 31, 
1871, stating thcir nature, the dates from which and to 
which they extend, their state and condition, and how and 
where they were preserved ; also a return from each of 
the same persons to December 31, 1871, whether the parch- 
ment copies of baptisms, marriages, or burials required by 
the Act 52 Geo. 3,c. 146, have been annually sent to the 
diocesan registrars, the number of times when such copies 
have not been sent, and the reasons for not sending them.— 
The Bishop of Chichester and Winchester protested against 
the first return moved for as vexatious to the clergy who 
were asked to make it, and useless and misleading when 
obtained.—Lord Romilly said his sole reason in asking for 
the return was te enable proper compensation to be awarded 
to the registrars in the event of the registers being removed 
from their charge. He consented, however, to omit the 
first return, and the motion, as amended, was agreed to. 

March 20.—Free Seats in Churches.—A bill by Earl Nel- 
son to provide for the free use of seats in certain churches, 
was read a first time. 

Appeliate Jurisdiction.—The Lord Chancellor gave the fol- 
lowing notice for Thursday, the 11th of April :— 

“That it is expedient that one imperial Supreme Court of 
Appeal be established, which shall sit continuously, for the 
hearing of all matters now heard by way of appeal before 
this House or before the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, and that the Appellate Jurisdiction of this House 
be transferred to such Supreme Court of Appeal.” 

He did not mean to enter into discussion of the subject on 
the present occasion, but he did not intend that his resolu- 
tion should be a mere abstract one. On the evening he pro- 
posed it he would have his Bill ready, and enter fully 
into the subject. In doing so he would explain tho diffi- 
culties he had to deal with, and state why it was that 
such a resolution was necessary. He had now to refer to 
a former statement of his to which his noble and learned 
friend Lord Cairns, who was not now present, called atten- 
tion on Tuesday evening. When on a former occasion he 
stated that on coming into office he found the appeals to 
that House two Sessions and a half in arrear, he certainly 
was not fora moment thinking of throwing any blame on 
his noble and learned friend who had preceded him in the 
office of Lord Chancellor; nor was he claiming any merit 
for himself, but only explaining that notwithstanding the 
desirability of establishing a Supreme Court of Appeal 
there was not in that House such an arrear of a S as 
might have been supposed. He wished to show that those 
arrears had been very much cut down. In 1868 and 1869 
the case of Miss Shedden, which lasted twenty-two days, 
interfered very much with the hearing of other appeals. 
There was also the Wicklow peerage case, which occupied 
ten days in that Session, and stood over as a remanet to the 
Session of 1569-80, so that instead of having thirty-eight 
appeals, which had been the number waiting to be heard in 
1568-69, there were sixty. three waiting to be heard in1869-70. 
In addition, there was the Wicklow peerage case, which us 
4 remanet, occupied cight days. The usual number of 
appeals, #9 far as he could make out, was about thirty-one 
or thirty-two a-year. It would not be easy to ascertain 
exactly what cases were remancts of the previous Session 
and what were not. Vroma note appended to a return he 
had had prepared it appeared that some of thoseto which he 
rderred were remancts from 1864 or 1865. In consequence 
of the extraordinary arrear of sixty three cases having 
cone under his notice in 1869-70, he made a statement that 
the appeals were two Sessions and a half in arrear, He 
ought rather to have said two Sessions anda quarter, 





perhaps ; at all events, the unusual number of forty-nine 
appeals were got through in the Session of 1870. This was 
not due to any exertion on his part, but to the assistance 
given him by the noble and learned lords who sat with him 
when those appeals were being heard. At the beginning 
of this Session there were four old appeals standing over, 
and only eighteen arrears from last Session, which he might 
call somewhat about half a year’s arrears. Since the begin- 
ning of the Session they had been so reduced that, 
including the old ones, only nine or ten now stood over, 
This would give himself and the law lords an opportunity— 
and it was not so common a one—of proceeding with new 
appeals in the Session for which they had been presented. 
~ The Ecclesiastical Courts and Registries Bill was read the 
third time. On the motion that the bill do pass, the 
Bishop of London brought up a new clause, providing for 
the commencement of suits to punish breaches of ecclesiasti- 
cal discipline by three members of the Church, being in- 
habitant parishioners, without the permission of the bishop, 
-—Lord Salisbury said the Ecclesiastical Procedure Bill, 
recently thrown out in that House, contained a clause quite 
similar, except that the three members of the Church might 
be resident in the diocese instead of the parish. The clause, 
even as now altered, gave the clergy no security against 
persecation by Church associations and litigious persons.— 
Lord Ebury, as a member of and the mover for the Ritual 
Commission, said some such clause was necessary.—Lord 
Shaftesbury opposed the clause.—The Bishop of Gloucester 
suggested that the bishop of the diocese should have a veto, 
and be able to restrain suits in cases of discipline as well as 
doctrine.—Lord Stanhope denied that the clause was in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the Ritual Commis- 
sioners.—The Archbishop of Canterbury said that if the 
Bishop of London made the consent of the bishop necessary 
in every case he would not oppose the clause.—The Duke of 
Richmond said the clause was the virtual re-introduction of 
a bill which their lordships had ages hi The clause 
was negatived without a division.—Lord Jiomilly brought 
up a new clause providing that the documents in the bishops’ 
registries older than fifty years should be transferred to the 
Record Office, London, except in eases where the bishop 
certified that they were safely kept and duly indexed. The 
clause was agreed to, and the bill as amended passed. 

The Deans’ avd Canons’ Resignation Bill passed through 
committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

March 15.—Private Bill Legislation.—Mr. Dodson moved 
‘« That, in the opinion of this House, the system of private 
legislation calls for the attention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and requires reform. That it is expedient to substi- 
tute, as far as possible, an extended and improved system of 
provisional orders for local and personal bills. That pro- 
visional orders should be obtainable in England, Scotland, 
and Ireland on application to a permanent tribunal of a 


judicial character, before which promoters and opponents 


should be heard in open court, and the decisions of which 
should be subject to confirmation by Parliament. That, in 
case of either House of Parliament admitting an appeal 

ainst a decision of the tribunal in the matter of any pro- 
visional order, such provisional order should be referred, to 
a Parliamentary tribunal, composed, in the manner recom- 
mended in 1869 by the joint committee of the House of 
Lords and the House of Commons on the despatch of busi- 
ness in Parliament, of members of both Houses.’’—Mr. 
Gregory cordially approved the transfer of jurisdiction but 
objected to Joint Committees, thinking a double inquiry 
advisable.-—Mr. Bouverie opposed the gencral features of 
the scheme, but suggested an adjournment of the debate on 
account of the complication and importance of the subject. 
—After some further discussion the debate was adjourned 
till the 22nd. 

Statutory Declarations.—Viscount Bury asked the At- 
torney-General whether his attention been directed to 
the subject of statutory declarations, and whether he was 
willing to introduce such amendment of the law as would 
render statutory declarations less liable to abuse.—The 
Attorney-Genoral would answer the two questions together. 
He did not dispute that statutory declarations wero liable, 
like all institutions, to abuse, but the question assumed that 
which was not warranted by the fact, that all statutory 
declarations were liable to abuse, The Act substituted 
statutory declarations for a variety of affidavits, which had 
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been permitted to be made for various purposes, It dealt 
in a great many sections with a variety of distinct cases in 
respect to which affidavits had been required, and the 
statutory declaration in the case now referred to was made 
under section 18. After a variety of special provisions, the 
Act proceeded to enact that in cases where confirmation of 
written documents, of allegations, of the execution of deeds, 
or of other matters, might be required, it should be lawful 
for any judge, public notary, and officer authorised to ad- 
minister oaths to take declarations voluntarily made before 
them, and, if any such declarations proved to be untrue, 
the persons making them and knowing them to be untrue 
should be deemed guilty of a misdemeanour. The hon. mem- 
ber for York (Mr. Lowther) had put a question on the paper 
asking whether, in the opinion of the law officers of the 
Crown, any magistrate had statutable authority to receive 
and attest a voluntary declaration like that permitted to be 
made by Alexander Chaffers before Mr. Vaughan at Bow- 
street, on the 4th of April, 1871, and, if so, whether it was 
not desirable to terminate or limit such an authority. The 
words of the Act were, “It may and shall be lawful for a 
judge,” &c., and they imposed a statutory duty on the judge, 
and left him no more discretion to refuse to receive a statu- 
tory declaration than to neglect to discharge any other duty 
imposed on him by law. He was, therefore, of opinion that 
Mr. Vaughan was bound to receive the statutory declaration 
made in this case, and a moment’s consideration would 
satisfy any one that it must be so. These declarations were 
made by scores, in the metropolis at least, before persons 
occupying very responsible positions, and they were made 
from 10 o’clock in the morning till 6 o’clock at night, 
and if they were to inquire into the circumstances 
under which they made, they would be _ trying 
under most unsatisfactory conditions a number of cases, 
and the general business which they were appointed 
to conduct would materially suffer. In the instance re- 


ferred to in the questions on the paper, the declaration was 
brought to the magistrate by an attorney, and he believed 
that a magistrate always gave to a professional person 
reasonable credit that the document he brought was a 
proper document, in a proper form, and brought ona proper 


occasion. It would be a very great evil if the business of 
honest, upright attorneys were to be interfered with and im- 
peded because since the passing of the Act he had mentioned 
there had been found one scoundrel to abuse the legal pro- 
cess which in hundreds and thousands of other cases had 
been employed in the transaction of justifiable business. It 
was the duty of the magistrate to take the declaration, and 
no magistrate hada right to assume a jurisdiction which did 
not belong to him; and refuse to receive a declaration which 
might be material and important. The only alteration of 
the law which he could conceive practicable was, not to pre- 
vent the making of statutory declarations, but to append to 
the making of false and slanderous declarations the same or 
more severe penalties than at present the law provided. In 
the case of perjury the punishment rested on the assumption 
that the perjury was committed in the course of judicial pro- 
ceedings, and he did not think it would be wise to depart 
from the principle of the statute relating to perjury, or alter 
the clauses declaring the penalties for perjury. Where a 
statutory declaration was made in the way in which the one 
alluded to had been made, containing a libel, and a libel ut- 
tered for the extortion of money, there already existed by 
law the punishment,on conviction, of three years’ imprison- 
ment with hard labour. Therefore, he did not see that any 
alteration of the law was required, because he was not aware 
that statutory declarations had been abused except in this 
instance. He would give an illustration, which occurred in 
his practice, of his meaning. A man, under circumstances 
of the greatest possible aggravation, seduced his ward, of the 
age of fifteen years. He was compelled to make a settle- 
ment on her, to be paid quarterly, and four times every 
year the ward was o liged to bring an action to get her 
money. Four times in every year the man put in an iniquitous 
defence, which on every occasion he was obliged to with- 
draw. Being engaged in tho case, he at last applied for a 
summons before a judge in order to have this iniquitous 
plea struck out of the proceedings, on the ground that it 
constituted an abuse of the process of the court, but he was 
told that because one or two scoundrels abused the process, 
that was no reason for altering it, or otherwise great in- 
justice might be dono in other cases. 

Cost of Criminal Prosecutions,—Siv Massey Lopes drow 
attention to the system adopted by tho Treasury of late years 





in respect to disallowances for these costs. After referring 
to the late proceedings in the Queen’s Bench, and the obser- 
vations of the Court there, and describing the inconvenience 
of the present system, he moved, ‘‘ That it is desirable that 
the Home Office should draw up such an uniform scale of 
fees and allowances for general use as should insure the 
efficient administration of justice, and that all such ex 
hereinafter incurred shall be wholly defrayed by funds ap- 
propriated for this purpose by Parliament.”—Mr. Magniac 
supported the resolution, and detailed the nature of the 
grievance, narrating also many instances.—Mr. Bruce seemed 
to admit the grievance, but said it was impossible to fix such 
a rigid scale of fees as Sir M, Lopes suggested. The real 
remedy, he believed, lay in a system of Public Prosecutors. 
The Government was carefully considering the matter, and, 
therefore, he asked Sir Massey not to press his motion.— 
Mr. Cross argued for a local taxation.—Mr. Leeman illus- 
trated the absurdities of the present system from his own 
long experience as a clerk of the peace; and the motion was 
supported by Mr. Read, Mr. Scourfield, Mr. Pell, Mr. 
Wharton, Mr. Henley, Major Paget, and Colonel Barttelct. 
—Mr. Winterbotham said that the Home Office would 
carefully consider the remedy.—Mr. Disraeli hoped some 
arrangement would speedily be made to secure the rate- 
payers fixed charges and prompt payment.—The motion 
was withdrawn. 

Turnpike Trusts —Sir G. Jenkinson moved ‘‘ That, in the 
opinion of this House, as great and continually increasing 
hardship and injustice is inflicted on the ratepayers of 
various parishes by the present system of partial and piece- 
meal extinction of turnpike trusts, it is desirable that pro- 
vision should be made for the early and simultaneous 
abolition of all remaining trusts, and, at the same time, for 
the future maintenance of all highways on an equitable 
basis."—Mr. Scourfield, Mr. O. Morgan, and Mr. F. 
Powell supported.—Mr. Winterbotham would not go into 
the general question of local taxation. He would only say 
that the Government had applied its attention to the two 
alternatives suggested by the committee of 1864—namely, 
that of leaving the burden upon the parishes or extending 
the area, so as to embrace what were called districts. One 
of the first steps for dealing effectually with turnpike-roads 
would be to place the matter on a satisfactory basis by the 
extension of the highway system to the whole country. In 
accordance with what had been said last year, he should 
have been prepared to bring in a bill on the subject: but 
the hon. baronet knew why he had not been able to do so. 
However, that something had been done to extinguish the 
debt would appear from the following figures. In 1864 
there were more than 1,000 trusts, of which 200 had been 
extinguished, leaving now 800. In 1837 the debt in respect 
to turnpike trusts amounted to £7,500,000; in 1864 
it was £4,500,000 ; and in 1871, £2,500,000. The com- 
mittee, which had sat from year to year, had made rapid 
progress in investigating the condition of each trust and 
coming to equitable terms for its extinction, and now the 
Local Government Board hoped to be able to deal satisfac- 
torily with the matter.—Mr. Hardy was glad to hear that this 
question was to be taken up, not by the Home Department 
but by the Local Government Board, and he augured from, 
that remark that there wasa scheme in progress by which 
the whole local government of the country would come under 
one control, instead of being divided among many depart- 
ments, as at present. Under the circumstances, he would 
recommend his hon. friend not to press his motion.—The 
motion was withdrawn. 

March 18.—Statutory Declarations—Viscount Bury asked 
whether the regulations in force at the Mansion-house as to 
these declarations were according to law.—The Attorney- 
General said he had nothing to add to the statement he had 
made on Friday, nor had he anything to withdraw from 
it. He certainly did not mean to state, nor did he 
believe he had stated, that if a magistrate chose to take on 
himself a full inquiry, and had the means of satisfying 
himself that such inquiry was complete and satisfactory, he 
would not be justified in refusing to receive such a declara- 
tion as that to which the noble lord had referred, or any 
other declaration. What he said was, that the law cast on 
the magistrate the duty of taking a statutory declaration 
which the smallest consideration must enable him to know 
often contained matter highly objectionable with regard to 
individuals, In order that a magistrate should satisfy his 
mind that he ought or ought not to receive a statutory de- 
claration he must go through it, unless he was willing te 
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take it on the faith of the professional persons by whom it 
was prepared. In the case in question it was not the mak- 
ing the declaration, but the circulating of it which had } 


done the mischief; and if Mr. Chaffers, instead of making 
that declaration, had chosen to print the paper and circu- ; 
late it by hundreds of thousands, the object of his attack | 
might let it pass or meet it, as had been actually done by 
indicting him. If the magistrate chose to take upon him- 
self the duty of inquiring, he was of course at liberty to do 
so. What he had stated was simply that the magistrate did 
that on his own responsibility, but that the law cast upon 
him the duty of receiving a statutory declaration indepen- 
dently, generally speaking, of the contents of the document, 
and that duty he was called upon te discharge like every 
other. 

March 19.—TZke Brentford County Court —In reply to Mr. 
West, the Attorney-General said that Brentford was part of 
the Marylebone and Brompton district, and that in that dis- 
trict in 1870 there were 18,500 plaints heard and disposed 
of. The only other two districts to which Brentford could 
be attached were Clerkenwell and Bloomsbury, and in the 
former 15,400 plaints were heard and disposed of last year, 
and in the latter 11,400. It had been ascertained that to 
break up the Marylebone district, and attach it partly to 
Camberwell, and partly te Bloomsbury, would involve the 
payment of considerable compensation to the officers of the 
district, so that no saving of expense would thereby be 
effected. It was, therefore, the intention of the Lord 
Chancellor to appoint a county court judge in place of the 
judge lately deceased, but he would be appointed, as every 
other county court judge was now appointed, subject to 
whatever arrangements any future changes might render 
necessary. 

The Judicature Commission.—The Attorney-General further 
stated that the second report of this Commission had not 
been signed, but was at present under discussion, and it was 
impossible to say when the discussion would end. 

Savings of the Civil List.—Sir C. Dilke moved for returns 
us to the charges on and expenditure of the Civil List.—Mr. 
Gladstone opposed the. motion, which he connected with a 
recent speech of the mover’s at Newcastle—Mr. Auberon 
Herbert, amid a storm of covckerowing and other noises, se- 
conded the motion.— Mr. Fawcett opposed the motion. He 
agreed as tothe right of the House to scrutinise the Civil 
List, and last year would have supported the motion. At the 
present time he could not dissociate it from the Newcastle 
speech, which had the air of a personal attack on the Queen. 
Moreover he objected to the question of Republican Govern- 
ment being raised on a “ miserable haggle over a few pounds 
sterling.” —The motion was rejected by 274 to 2. 

Municipal Corporations (Borough Funds) Bill—Mr. 
Leeman moved the second reading. The Bill was substan- 
tially the same as that of last year, which was referred to a 
Select Committee.—After some discussion on the details of 
the Bill it was read a second time, and ordered to be re- 
ferred to a Select Committee. 

March 20.—The Justices’ Clerks (Salaries) Bill passed 
through Committee. 

Parish Constables. -Mr. Hibbert obtained leave to bring 
in a Bill tu abolish the office of parish constable. 











The vestry of Mile-end Old Town, the clerkship to which 
body is now vacant, have resolved that their clerk shall be 
a properly-qualified solicitor, who has had at least five years’ 
practice, and that the salary of the office be fixed at £250 
= anoum. Mr. William Sbesrman is a candidate for the 
office. 

MeptsvaL Jveisrrupexce.—The Metropolitan Counties 
Branch of the British Medical Association have addressed 
to the Home Secretary a request that he would take into 
immediate consideration the barbarous and unsatisfactory 
state of the law respecting the empanelling an ignorant 
lass of jurors to try the plea of pregnancy in bar of execu- 

ion, and the unsatisfactory test which the law imposes. 
They have forwarded « copy of a resolution on the subject, 
moved, @ fortnight since, by Mr. Ernest Hart, seconded by 
Mr. Lord, and unanimously adopted. The council of the 
Obstetrical Society of London are now, we are glad to learn, 
employing their influence in the same direction ; and there 
is good hope that this barbarous relic of medix-val ignorance 
will s00m be effaced from the statute-book.—British Medical 
Journal, 





OBITUARY. 


MR. F. E. McTAGGART. 

The somewhat sudden death is announced of Mr. Francis: 
Ellis McTaggart, the Sep Peres judge of the Mary. 
lebone County\Court, who expired at his residence in Norfolk- 
square, Hyde Park, on the 15th March, after a short ill- 
ness contracted through a violent cold. Mr. Ellis Me 
Taggart was the son of the late Thomas Flower Ellis, Esq., 
F.R.S., Recorder of Leeds, and Atttorney-General for 
the Duchy of Lancaster, by his wife Susan, daughter of the 
date John McTaggart, Esq., of Ardwell, Stranraer, N.B, 
He was born on the 13th December, 1823, and was educa- 
ted at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A, 
in 1846. In May, 1849, he was called to the Bar at the 
Inner Temple, and afterwards joined the Home Circuit, 
He was for some years joint editor (with his father) of the 
series of Law Reports (Queen’s Bench) known as 
“Ellis, Blackburn, and Ellis,” and afterwards as “ Ellis 
and Ellis.”’ In May, 1861, he was appointed to suc. 
ceed the late Mr. Edward Cooke as judge of the 
county courts in Circuit No. 34, comprising parts 
of Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Lincolnshire, and 
Northamptonshire, On the death of Mr. Delabere Roberton 
Blaine (who was judge of the Marylebone county court for 
about six weeks, and died on the 13th December last), Mz; 
McTaggart was transferred from Northamptonshire to. 
Cireuit No. 43, comprising the metropolitan courts of 
Marylebone, Brompton, and Brentford. He had, on 
succeeding to his maternal grandfather's property in, 
1868, assumed the name of McTaggart in addition to 
that of Ellis. In 1864 he married Caroline, fifth daugh. 
ter of the Rev. Edward Chauncey Ellis, rector of 
Langham, Essex, by which lady he leaves three sons, 
On his mother’s side, Mr. McTaggart was a nephew of 
the late Sir John McTaggart, Bart., who was M.P. for 
Wigton, &c., from 1835 till 1857. He will be regretted as 
one of the ablest judges on the County Court Bench. 


MR. J. 8S. ROBINSON. 

Mr. James Septimus Robinson, solicitor, of Sunderland, 
died at Bath on the 14th of March, in the 60th year of his 
age. He was the son of the late George Robinson, Esq., 
J. P., of Hendon Lodge, near Sunderland. He had been in 
the practice of his profession for about forty years, having 
been admitted in 1832. In 1842 he was appointed Clerk to 
the River Wear Commissioners, which office becomes vacant 
by his death. Mr, Robinson was also clerk to the county 
justices of the Castle Eden division, and a member of tho 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. For some 
time before his death he had been suffering from a bronchial 
affection, and had spent part of the three last winters in the 
South of England. In 1839 he married Elizabeth, daughter 
of John Scott, Esq., of Sunderland, who survives him. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 

The seventeenth annual general meeting of the share- 
holders of this company was held on Thursday at the chief 
office, Chancery-lane, London, James Cuddon, Esq., in the 
chair. 

Mr. Frasx McGepy (the secretary) read the notice con- 
vening the meeting, and the following report of the 


auditors :— 
4th March, 1872. 
To the Directors of the Law Union Fire and Life Insurance 
Company, 

Gentlemen,—At the conclusion of our audit of the ac- 
counts of the above company for the year ending Novem- 
ber 30th, 1871, we beg to report that we have been care- 
fully through the books of accounts, and have found them 
to be accurately kept, and to authorise the present balance- 
sheet. 

We have examined the registers of mortgages and rever- 
sions with the mortgage and purchase deeds which were 
prodnced to us by the solicitor, and find that those deeds 
vouch for all the corresponding investments whith appear 
in the balance-sheet. 

We have also to state that we have ascertained by letter 
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from the Bank of England that the amount of stock which 
appears on the balance-sheet is standing in the names of 
the company’s trustees, 
We are, gentlemen, yours faithfully, 
Francis Worstey, Andi 
THEODORE WATERHOUSE, ae, 

On the motion of Mr. M. J. Grocuecan, seconded by 
Mr. Mark Waters, thedirectors’ report and accounts, which 
had been circulated, were taken as read. 

The CHAtRMAN -said—Gentlemen, the accounts now 
presented to you are in new forms, being those prescribed 
by a recent Act of Parliament applicable to companies trans- 
acting both fire and life business. It is very important to 
bear in mind that the capital and funds in each department 
are perfectly distinct, and that by special arrangement in 
the deed of settlement, and conditions on the policies, the 
life assurance fund can never under any circumstances be 
liable to fire losses. Although our fire business is of a very 
safe and non-speculative description, life assurers generally 
will think this provision satisfactory and desirable. You 
will observe that the general result of the year's operations 
is an accumulation of upwards of £36,000, a larger surplus, 
I think, than has arisen in any former year. This surplus 
includes a sum of £3,750, or thereabouts, being the profit 
realised on reversions purchased by the company, which have 
fallen in during the year. This profit arises after deducting 
interest on the purchase-money of such reversions ; so, in 
truth, greatly increasing the average rate of interest on the 
company’s investments for the year much beyond £4 5s. 1d 
per cent., the rate stated in the report. The rate of interest 
would have been higher but for the fact of sums amounting 
to about £20,000 being some time on deposit receipt at only 
£2 per cent. I need hardly say this is sometimes unavoid- 
able, for it is scarcely possible to make investments without 
sustaining some intermediate loss of interest. A very 
excellent leading article relating to insurance offices appeared 
in the Times a few days since, in which attention was called 
to the fact that, notwithstanding the general prosperity of 
the country, life insurances had fallen off to the extent of 
about 10 per cent. during the last two years. I am glad to 
say that, amid this general falling off, we have, in fact, main- 
tained our ground ; in truth, we have made some progress: 
for the annual new premiums this year are £6,236, whereas 
for the previous year they were £5,672. I speak of new 
annual premiums as distinguished from single premiums. 
But as to single premiums, the amount this year is £1,694, 
being less than last year ; though this sum of £1,694 exceeds 
the average amount of single premiums during the last five 
years, such average being £1677. ‘The average amount of 
new annual premiums during the past five years is £6,016, so 
that in the present year that average is somewhat exceeded. 
The total amount of life premiums for the year was upwards 
of £54,000, the sum stated in the account being the net sum 
after deducting re-assurances, am informed by the 
actuary that the expectation of deaths was 32, but the number 
of deaths of lives assured was 28 only. Iam further informed 
that the sum paid for claims during the past year was £6,500 
under the expectation. The average of policies which became 
cliims was £592 ex-bonus, while the average of each sub- 
sisting policy is £657, I must confess, however, that I 
have great faith in the tables of mortality, and that I regard 
any temporary gain from dimished mortality as of no great 
importance. I merely state the facts for your information. 
The directors during the past year found it necessary to 
docline thirty-four life proposals, for nearly £28,000. To 
decline policies is often a cause of regret ; but of course it is 
not unfrequently unavoidable, andthe directors have not re- 
laxed their caution in this respect. You are all aware that 
the competition in life insuranco business is great, and 
I think we ought to be well satisfied with tho years’ results, 
though it is generally understood that enough means a little 
more than we have. ‘Tho present income of the company 
from all sources is approaching £100,000 a year. It ought 
to be far less difficult materially to increase this amount 
than it was to arrive atit. As to the investments, the board 
continues to exercise the same care and caution as hereto- 
fore. Indeed, it would be worse than useless to receive pro- 
miums unless the money received were soundly invested— 
safety of the money invested being the essence of the se- 
curity of a life office. With regard to tho fire business it 
is undoubtedly a branch of great importance, for 
to it the proprietors must look for a large por. 
portion of tho dividend. Tho policy of the directors has not 
been to seek for large premiums. ‘The annual premuims 
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might easily have been greatly increased, but our experience 
teaches us that risks requiring very high premiums are un- 
desirable. Notwithstanding all the care and caution that 
can be exercised, I find from a table which has been com- 
piled by my direction, that after payment of losses and all 
expenses, the net profit on an average of years ought only to 
be estimated at about £15 per cent on the gross fire premiums 
received. On this basis the profit of the past year in the 
fire department has been about 5 per cent. under the average, 
Our gross fire premiums are about £24,700. The system 
pursued has been, and I think wisely, to equalise the dividend 
as far as possible by retaining in prosperous years something 
to meet the falling off in a bad year. By adopting this plan, 
we have accumulated,after providing for the dividend pro- 
posed to be declared to-day, something over £13,200; but 
we have deemed it correct and prudent to open in our books 
an account called the Current Risks Account, to which we 
have appropriated about £8,460, a sum which exceeds the 
necessary amount by £2,000, or thereabouts, and which 
excess, strictly speaking, might be carried to the 
profit and loss account; but it appears to the 
directors that it will be sound policy graduaily to 
increase this sum of £8,460 rather than to diminish it, An 
account has always been kept in our books showing the one- 
fifth of profits which is reserved yearly according to the 
terms of the deed of settlement, such one-fifth now amount- 
ing to £4,740, or thereabouts. One-half of this accumulated 
reserve is, according to the deed, divisible every sixth year, 
and next year that half will be available towards the 
dividend. ‘The fire losses would seem to be rather high con- 
sidering the select nature of the business; but I think this 
can be partly accounted for by the fact that everything in 
the shape of labour.and material has gradually become 
dearer, so that a partial loss, which formerly cost say £30 
to reinstate, now costs at least £100. Insurers have not in- 
creased the amounts insured proportionably with the in- 
creased cost of rebuilding, and hence, while the losses in- 
crease in amount, though not in number, the a 

e 
agents of the company may do good service by drawing 
the attention of insurers to the question of the suffi- 
ciency of their insurances. If this fact were kept in view 
a considerable amount of extra premium would accrue, 
which might be expected to counterbalance the increased 
cost of reinstating partial losses. I take leave to impress 
on the proprietors the importance of their sending or re- 
commending business to the office. Unless the proprietors 
promote the business, I need hardly say that the advantages 
anticipated by some propietors cannot arise. What is re- 
quired is an united effort, so that by each one doing some- 
thing towards the company’s progress a good total may be 
attained. The directors’ attendance book is on the table, 
and is open to the inspection of the shareholders—I may 
state for their information that there have been 816 attend- 
ances of directors on boards and committees during the past 
financial year. I will not detain you longer before moving 
the adoption of the report, but I shall first be happy ‘to 
answer any question which any gentleman may wish to ask 
en to the report or the affairs of the company gene- 
rally. 

After a pause, the CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the 
won and accounts. 

fr. HENry Mason seconded the motion, and no questions 
being asked, it was put to the meeting, and agreed to 
unanimously. 

Mr. Groner Burges said he had mach pleasure in pro- 
posing ** That the recommendation of the directors in their 
report now read, as to the payment ofa dividend and bonus, 
be adopted, and that a dividend and bonus together, after 
the rate of 12 per cent. per annum, free of Income-tay, 
be _ to the shareholders on the paid-up capital for the 
twelve months ending on the 30th November, 1872." 

Mr. M. Warenrs seconded the motion, which was at once 
carried, 

The retiring directors and auditors having been re-elected , 
and the usual fees voted to the latter, 

Professor Erasmus Witsoxn—Gentlemen, I rise to move 
a resolution, which, I am sure, you will accept very cordially, 
It is that of a vote of thanks to the chairman ef the meet- 
ing, not only for the very lucid account which he has given 
us of the position of the company upon the present oceasion, 
but for his universal care and anxiety in carrying out every 
principle which is calculated to conduce to the snecess of 
this company. It is hardly necessary for me to say much in 
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reference to the labours of our vice-chairman, who presides 
over us with so much efficiency ; but, in expressing my own 
feelings on the subject, I feel confident I am only expressing 
what every one who knows him would say, that the interests 
of this company are never out of his mind—that no exer- 
tion, no labour, no personal anxiety which he can bring to 
bear upon itis ever wanting. And in looking at the suc- 
cessful position in which we are at present placed —looking 
at our accounts—we cannot but feel that a considerable 
amount of that success is due to the chairman of this meet- 
ing, the vice-chairman of the company. 

Mr. F. R. Warp having seconded the motion, a 

The resolution was carried with applause. 

The Cuarrman—Gentlemen, I am extremely obliged to 
you for your kind wishes and your good opinion. But yon 
must bear in mind that I could do little or nothing if I 
were not assisted by the other directors as I am, and by my 
friend the secretary and others connected with the office. 
It will always be my pleasure to do everything in my power 
to promote the still further success of this company. 

Mr. H. Mason-—I think the next duty which devolves 
upon us is to recognise the able services of those who are 
carrying out the daily work of this office. We are all per- 
fectly well aware that a business of this kind cannot be 
carried on without the most assiduous attention being given 
to it by those who are here as our officers to conduct its 
affairs. That we have most efficient men we are all thoroughly 
satisfied, and that the work is performed in a highly efficient 
manner we have every proof at the board meetings here week 
after week. We all feel that more zeal cannot be displayed 
by any one than that exhibited by Mr. McGedy, our secre- 
tary, nor could greater attention be devoted to the compa- 
ny’s affairs than is shown by him and the other officers in the 
conduct of the business. Ihave, therefore, great pleasure 
in moving a vote of thanks to Mr. McGedy and the other 
gentlemen in the office whose services are so valuable to the 
company. 

Mr H. E. Marsn had great pleasure in seconding the 
motion, which he was sure would be carried with acclamation. 

The resolution having been cordially agreed to, 

Mr. McGrpy said—Gentlemen, for myself and brother 
officers, I return you our best thanks for this kind vote. It 
is always a great pleasure to us to work earnestly and hear- 
tily for the interests of the company. 

The meeting then separated. 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


At the annual general meeting, held on Thursday at the 
temporary office of the society, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, the fol- 
lewing report was read :—The directors, in making their an- 
nual report to the proprietors, have again to congratulate 
them on the satisfactory progress of the society. The num- 
ber of new policies issued last year was 188, insuring £343,500, 
the new premiums amounting to £12,702 14s. 3d. Deduct- 
ing re-assurances, the net sum assured was £292,250, and the 
net new premiums £11,011 11s, 11d., in which are included 
£640 3s. 1d. single premiums. 

The directors regret the recent severe shock to public con- 
fidence which was caused by the failure of two large life 
insurance companies ; but they anticipate that public con- 
fidence will soon be restored, and rest upon better grounds 
than previously. They believe that Life Assurance 
Companies Act, which was passed in 1870, will ge far to 
prevent the possibility of the repetition of loss to the assured 
in consequence of the inability of life insurance companies to 
meet their engagements. The publicity which this society 
has always courted is now extended to all kindred institu- 
tions, and the effects cannot fail to be beneficial. 

During the past year 15 annuities have been granted, 
amounting to £709 19s.4d., and the sum of £5,888 12s. 10d. 

been received as the consideration money. 

The total premium income of the year, after deduction of 
re-assurances, was £96,753 17s. 6d.; the interest on the in- 
vestments, £35,629 8s. 10d., and the total receipts 
£140,911 2s. 11d. The total outgoings of every description 
amounted to £58,180 9s. 1ld., the assets being increased by 
the difference, £82,730 13s. This is a much larger amount 
than has ever previously been added to the society's fund in 
the course of a year. amount of the funds at the end of 
the year was thus raised to £875,785 2s. 5d., the productive 
portion of which was invested at the average rate of £5 2s. 
per cent ; and assuming the reversions to produce 6 per cent, 





the total funds were invested at the average rate of £5 1s, 
per cent. 

The number of policies in force at the end of the year was 
2,319, insuring £3,570,386, exclusive of bonus additions, 
The reassurances in force at the same time were £456, 226, 

Claims arose during the year under 38 policies, by which 
21 lives were insured for £37,502. The payments of the 
society have, in consequence of the receipt of £6,500 under 
a re-assurance policy, been reduced to £31,002—a very small 
sum, considering the total amount assured and the age of 
the society. Of the above policies, 27, insuring £16,999, 
were on the participating scale of premium, and carried 
bonuses of £2,503, while the remaining 11 policies, for 
£18,000, were on the non-participating scale. 

The directors look forward to meeting the proprietors next 
year in the new offices of the society, built upon the society’s 
freehold land, late 17 and 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. The new 
building has been designed by Mr. Waterhouse, and is now 
nearly completed ; and the directors hope and believe that 
the proprietors will think with them that the building is 
thoroughly substantial and handsome. It is proposed to use 
the ground-floor only, with one room in the basement, for 
the purposes of the society, and to let the remainder of the 
building as chambers, which will produce a fair return on 
the ontlay. The first and second floors have already been 
let. 

The directors have to record with much regret the death 
of two of the oldest members of the board, Mr. George W. 
K. Potter and Mr. John Ellis Clowes. 

The directors retiring by rotation are Mr. Robins, Mr. 
Shadwell, Sir R. J. Phillimore, and Mr. Clabon ; and the re- 
tiring auditors are Mr. Boodle for the proprietors, and Mr. 
Bailey for the assured. All these gentlemen, being eligible, 
offer themselves for re-election. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution on Tuesday last (Mr. Harvie in 
the chair), the question discussed was No. 493 legal: “ A., by 
his will, bequeathed property to B., his daughter, who was 
married, and had oue child. J. died in the lifetime of A, 
leaving her husband and child surviving her. Would such 
property come within a covenant to settle property coming 
to B. during coverture ?”” The debate was opened by Mr. G, 
P. Amos in the affirmative, but the society ultimately adopted 
the negative side by a large majority. 








THE LORD CHANCELLOR ON BANKRUPTCY 
PROCEDURE. 


On Saturday last deputations from the Corporation of 
Manchester, the Manchester Chamber of Commerce, the 
Manchester Law Association, and the Manchester Guardian 
Society for the Protection of Trade, had an interview with 
the Lord Chancellor, at his residence. The deputation was 
accompanied by Sir Thomas Bazley, M.P., Mr. Birley, M.P., 
Mr. Charley, M.P., and the Hon. A. Egerton, M.P. 

Sir Joseph Heron, the town-clerk of Manchester, ex- 
plained to the Lord Chancellor that one of the objects of 
the deputation was to urge such reasons as would induce his 
lordship not to remove Mr, J. A. Russell, the judge of the 
Manchester County Court, to Liverpool, as had been con- 
templated, since he was a judge who from his ability had 
obtained the complete confidence of the people of the district, 
and was, as they believed, peculiarly fitted for the satisfac- 
tory discharge of his important functions. With respect 
to the judge of the Manchester County Court, whoever he 
might be, discharging the duties also of the judge of the 
Salford County Court, the deputation saw no objection to 
that ; in fact, in many ways it was felt that it would be a 
convenience. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in reply, said that in consequence 
of the representations which he had received from various 

uarters, of the desire of the inhabitants in Mr. Russell’s 

istrict, he had made arrangements which would render un- 
necessary the proposed transfer of Mr. Russell from Man- 
chester to Liverpool. Those arrangements would also 
enable Mr. hone rahe was quite prepared to undertake 
it—to discharge also the duties of the judge of the Salford 
County Court, and necessarily the sittings would be more 
frequent than had been the case. 

The deputation from the Manchester Chamber of Com: 
merce farther urged upon his Lordship the desirability of 
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the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy giving the whole of his time 
+o bankruptcy business, instead of only sitting one day a 
week as at present. They also urged that it was very 
desirable that Manchester and Salford should continue to 
have two judges, one of whom should te resident, and to 
whom there could always be access. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in replying to these observations 
said that those matters to which the deputation had just 
referred must remain in abeyance until the report of the 
Judicature Commission, which was already drawn up, was 

resented. He did not expect, however, that legislation 
could take place upon that report this session, but he hoped 
that it would next session. In that report the commission 
urged the desirability of reducing the number of county 
court judges, and it therefore appeared very undesirable, 
anless absolutely necessary, to increase the number by any 
fresh appointments, It appeared to him that the arrange- 
ments which had been made would, to a large extent, carry 
out the object of the deputation in the respects they had 
just mentioned, as there would be more frequent sittings on 
the part of Mr. Russell, and to that extent he would be more 
accessible when required for bankruptcy business. 
lordship also made some remarks on bankruptcy matters 
generally and thé operation of the new law. He said it 
appeared to him that creditors were to be much blamed for 
not insisting more than they did upon the full dividend of 10s. 
in the pound being paid by bankrupts. In many cases he 
saw that bankrupts were let off on paying 2s. 6d. or 5s. in 
the pound. Under the old law, out of 13,000 cases of 
bankruptcy 


and it was with a view of amending that state of things, 
which was very discreditable to the country, that the new 
law insisted that no man should be liberated under a divi- 
dend of 10s. in the pound without the consent of his 
creditors. However creditable the conduct of a bankrupt, 
he ought not to go forth fully relieved if he had not paid 
10s, in the pound, as he might subsequently come into the 
possession of property. 

The deputation, in reply to his Lordship on the last-men- 
tioned point, said that that was another proof of a want of 
a better administration of the law by more continuous 
sittings of the Judges in Bankruptcy. 

The new arrangements referred to by the Lord Chancellor, 
it was understood, would be as follows :—Salford and Man- 
chester to be made a County Court district, and Oldham and 
Rochdale to be taken from the present Salford district, and, 
added to Bolton and Bury, to form another district. Wigan 
and Leigh to be added to the Warrington district. — 
{Abridged from the Manchester Guardian). 

_ *,* The above was accidentally excluded from our last week’s 
issue. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srrrmncs in Easter Term, 1872. 





His | 


in a year, not more than 2,000 paid any | 
dividend at all, the remaining number paying no dividend; , T2ursday -- 


" Wednesday . 8.. Mtns. & gen. pa, 


Thursday ..18..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......19..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus, 
Saturday ..20{ adj. sums., and 
eneral paper. 
a meet ° sini 
uesday .... General r. 
Wednesday .24 adi 
Thursday ..25..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......26..General paper. | 
Petns., sht. causes, | 
Saturday ..27 {as sums., and/ 
general paper. 
Monday ....29 


Tuesday ... 304 General paper. 
Wedns., May 1 
Thursday .. 2..Mtns & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 3..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 4{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
sew Sa ; General paper. 
Wednesday . 8..Mtns, & gen. pa. 


V.C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Westminster. 
Mon., April 15.. Motions. 
les Lincoln’s Inn. 
uesday ....! 
Wednesday. .17 General paper. 
Thursday ..18..Mtns. & gen. p2. 
Friday ....19..Petns.& gen. pa. | 
Sht. causes, adj. | 
Saturday ..20 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....22 
Tuesday ....23 { General paper. 
Wednesday .24 
25..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....26..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..27 andl & gen. pa. | 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday....30 > General paper. 


| Wedns., May 1 
| Thursday .. 2..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
| Friday 


eeee 3..Petns. & gen. pa. 

Short causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 4 sums,, & gen. pa. 
Monday ..-. 6 


Tuesday.... 7 } General paper. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Westminster. 
Mon., April 15.. Motions. 
Such days as the Lord Chancellor 
Lords are excepted. 


| Tuesday .... 


| Saturday 
Monday 


j 
| Tuesday....16 


| Saturday - 20 f 
| Monday .. ) 


| Friday ....26 


| Linco!n’s Inn. 
Tuesday ....16 : 
| Wednesday 4 General paper. 
| Thursday ..18..Mtns. & adj. sums, 
| Friday «19..General paper. 
| Petns., sht. caus.. 
| Saturday ..20 {i general paper. = 
Monday ....22..In Bankruptcy. 
23 

Wednesday .24 ; General paper. 
Thursday ..25..Mtns. & adj. sums, 
Friday ....26..General paper. 

97 Ptns., sht. caus., 
**“" (& general paper, 
«+«e29..In Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday ....30 
Wedns., May 1} General paper. 


| Thursday .. 2..Mtns. & adj. sums. 


eeee 3..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday «5 4 {te general paper. 
Monday .... 6..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday.... 7..General paper. 
Wednesday . 8..Mtns.&ady. sums. 


Friday 


V. C, Sik JOHN WICKENS. 
Westminster, 
Mon., April 15.. Motions. 
Lincoln's Inn. 


Wednesday “i7} General paper. 
Thursday ..18..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
oe Pets., adj. sums., 
Friday .. {e gen. pa. 
Sht. caus., adj. 
sums. & gen. pa. 
2222 
Tuesday ....23 
Wednesday .24 
Thursday ..25,.Motions & gen. pa. 
Petns., adj. sums., 
& gen. pa. - 
o7 §Sht. caus., j- 
Saturday ..27 jsums., & gen. Pa. 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday ....30 > General paper. 
Wedns., May 1 
Thursday .. 2..Mtns. et oe pa. 
{ Petns., adj. sums., 
Friday .... 3 ) & general paper. 
Short causes, adj. 


General paper. 


Saturday .. 4 ia & gen. pa. 
Monday .... 


Tuesday .... 7 | General paper. 
Wednesday 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
shall be engaged in the House of 


The days (if any) on which the Lords Justices shal! be engaged in the 
Full Court or at the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, are ex- 


cepted. 

At the Rolls, unopposed petitions must be presented and copies left with 
the Secretary,on or before the Thursday preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should be heard; and any causes in- 


tended to be heard as short caw 


ses must be so marked at least one 


clear day before the same can be put in the paper to be so heard. 

Any causes intended to be heard as short causes before either of the 
Vice-Chancellors must be so marked at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so heard. 

In Vice-Chancellor Wickens’ Court no cause, motion for decree, 
or further consideration, except by order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over if it be within twelve of the last cause or matter 
in the printed paper of the day for hearing. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Westminster, 
Mon., April 15.. Appeal motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Tuesday ....16.. Appeals. 


Wednesday .17..Petns. and apps. 
oo er en a 
Y ooeel9.. App. mins, & a) 
a 

AY wo 00 
Wednesday. .24 Appeals. 
Thursday ..25 
Friday......26.. App. mtns, & apps. 
Monday ....29 


Friday...... 3..App. mtns, & apps. 


Monday .... 6 
it 7} Appeals. 


Wednesday . 8 ee, petus., 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Westminster. 
Mon,, April 15.. Appeal motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 


nesday. .17 } Appeals. 
Thursday «018, Bkt. apps, & apps. 
F +ooel9,, App. mtns, & apps. 


Petns. in lunacy, 
| setarday -.20{ app. petitions, & 
appeals, 
Monday ....22..Appeals. 
Apps. from the 
County Palatine of 
Lancaster, Apps. 
cuttioas 0 eee 
ries Cou: apps. 
Wednesday .24,..Appeals. 
Thursday ..25..Bkt.apps. & apps, 
Friday ....26..App. mtns, & apps. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday ..27 { appeal petitions, & 
appeals, 


Monday ....29 

Tuesday ....30> Appeals. 

Wedns., May 1 

Thursday .. 2..Bkt. apps. & apps. 

Friday .... 3..App. mtns.& apps. 
§ Beene. in lunacy, 

Saturday .. 4 2 th. petns., and 


Mend ‘ appeals, 

ays... 

Tuesday.... 4} Appeals. 
Wednesday . 8..App. mtns. & apps 


Tuesday ....23 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Westminster. 
Mon., April 15... Motions. 
Chancery-lane, 


Tuesday ....16 
Wednesday in General paper, 








QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London in 
Easter Term, 1872. 
In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
Tuesday ...... -» April 16 | OMNI ain tx sinriniced April 30 
Tuesday ... 9, a 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. } 
Thursday ............... May 9 | Monday ...... 


London. 


eee s5n 


COMMON PLEAS. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London in 
Easter Term, 1872. 

In Taro. 

Middlesex. 
Tuesday...............April 16 | Tuesday ...............April 30 
Tueaday......cccccccce 5, 28 

The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM, 
Middlesex. London, 
Thursday evooeess May 9 


| Monday 
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EXCHEQUER. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London in 
Easter Term, 1872. 
In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
Tuesday .............April 16 | Tuesday ...........+..April 30 
Tuesday 2 


” -” 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 


Middlesex. 


Thursday May 9 | Monday 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Mar. 22, 1872. 
From the Official List of the actual business transacted, 
3 per Cent. Consvls, 922 | Annuities, April, 785 
Ditto for Account, April 5,923 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91} Ex Bills, £1000, — por Ct.4p m 
New 3 per Cent., 913 | Ditto, £500, Do —4 pm 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 | Ditto, £100 & £200, — 4pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 pe 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 | Ct. (last half-year) 249 
Annuities, Jan.’8 0— Ditto for Account, 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


Ghaghs! Welabel wel E00 ois. ccccsccccccsevscosssccesscsense: 
Stock Caledonian 

Stock Giasgow and South-Western 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ......... 
Stock, Great Northern ............scecseseesseoe 
a eae 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original........... 

Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ 

Stock London, Brighton, and Soath Co: 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover..... 

Stock London and North-Western 

Stock London and South Western 

Stock’ Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 

Stock Metropolitan ate 

I TE sa niticctmcstciitentarsindartnevsnsatintsbsnanies 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby .. 

Stock North British 

Stock North London. 

Stock North Staffordsh 

Stock South Devon 

Stock South-Eastern ............ 

Stock Taff Vale .......c0rcc-. 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGUNCR, 

The strong tone which the markets were showing when 
our last report closed was continued this week. Railways 
and foreign securities have been in brisk demand, and an 
enormous business has been done in Erie stock, which has 
risen very considerably in price. To-day the railway 
market suddenly drooped, without any reason being per- 
ceptible, but upon a rumour getting abroad that the next 
Budget may comprise a reduction in the passenger duty, 
this market received a fresh and strong impetus. 

The seventeenth annual general mecting of the Law 
Union Fire and Life Insurance Company was held on 
Thursday: the report stated that in the fire department 
4,449 new policies had been issued during the year ended 
30th November last, yielding in premiums £5,744; in the 
life department 326 new policies, insuring £216,612, and 
yielding in premiums £7,931; that the assets of the com- 
pany amounted to £345,794. A dividend and bonus making 
together 12 per cent. on the paid. up capital was declared. 

The annual meeting of the Briton Medical and General 
Life Association was held on Thursday: the report stated 
that during the year the new premiums had amounted to 
£20,191 7s. 9d., and the total income of the association to 
£245,824 13s. 8d. A dividend was declared at the rate of 8 
per cent. per annum. 

The prospectus of the Odessa Water Works Company, 
Limited, has been issued. The capital of the company is 
£350,000, divided into 30,000 A shares of £20 each, entitled 
to @ preferred dividend of 6 per cent. per annum, and 12,500 
B shares of £20 each, entitled to 6 per cent. dividend after a 
like dividend has Leen paid tothe A shareholders. Surplus 
profits, after payment of the ubove dividends, to be divided 








rateably between both classes of shareholders. Of the above 
shares, the whole of the 12,500 B shares have been appro- 
priated in part payment of works, concession, &c., and the 
30,000 A 6 per cent. preferred sharesare now offered for sub- 
scription. The eompany has been established for the purpose 
of constructing works for the supply of water to the impor. 
tant and rapidly increasing port and city of Odessa and its 
suburbs, which are at present exceptionally destitute of thas 
essential element. The Municipality of Odessa, recognising 
the importance of the introduction of a proper supply of 
water to their City, guarantee throughout the whole period 
of the duration of the concession a minimum rental of 
£45,000 sterling per annum. 

The directors of the Tasmanian Main Line Railway Com- 
pany (Limited) are prepared to receive applications for 6,500 
tive per cent. perpetual debenture bonds of £100 each, at £92 
10s. per bond, payable by instalments extending to February, 
1873. Interest is guaranteed by the Government of Tas. 
mania, and will be payable quarterly, at the Union Bank of 
London. The first payment will be made on 1st July, 1872: 
The construction of the Tasmanian Main Line Railway has 
been undertaken by the company under a contract direct 
with the Government, and it is confidently expected the re- 
venue of the line will amount of itself to nearly double the 
sum required to meet the interest on these bonds, irrespec- 
tive altogether of the Government guarantee. The railway 
to be constructed will be owned by this company in perpetuity, 
The Government, however, may purchase the line and its 
privilezes, both existing and prospective, at any time after 
the line shall have been opened for traffic, upon giving twelve 
months’ notice—the price to be paid by the Government, 
unless fixed by mutual agreement, to be decided by a majority 
of five valuators. 








Tue Late Curer Justice Norman.—At a Finance Com- 
mittee Meeting at the India House, March 7, 1872 :—‘“ The 
circumstances under which officiating Chief Justice Norman 
met with his death having been brought to the notice of the 
Commit'ee, they recommended that, in consideration of his 
having been murdered, and of his services of nine and u-half 
years on the bench in India, his widow be granted a pen- 
sion of £500 per annum, to commence from the date of his 
death.” 

Sm Travers Twiss.—It is announced that Sir Travers 
Twiss, Q.C., D.C.L., has resigned the office of Advocate- 
General, and also those of Vicar-General of the Archbishop 
of Canterbury and Chancellor of the diocese of London. 
Sir Travers Twiss is the son of the late Rev. Robert Twiss, 
LL.D., of Pembroke College, Cambridge, and of Trevallyn, 
Denbighshire, and was born in the year 1810. He was 
educated at University College, Oxford, where he graduated 
(as second-class in classics, and first-class in mathematics) 
in 1830, and then became a fellow and tutor of his college. 
From 1835 to 1837 he was examiner in classics, and was 
mathematical examiner from the latter date till 1840. In 
January of that year he was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn, and was admitted an advocate of Doctors’ Commons 
in November, 1841. In the following year he was appointed 
to succeed Mr. Herman Merivale as Professor of Political 
Economy in the University of Oxford, and held that professor- 
sbip till 1847, when he was succeeded by Mr. Nassau Senior. 
In 1849 Dr. T'wiss was appointed Commissary-General of the 
city and diocese of Canterbury, and became Vicar General 
of the province in 1852. In the same year he was nomina- 
ted professor of international law at King’s College, London, 
which office he resigned in 1855, on being appointed Regius 
Professor of Civil Law in the University of Oxford. This 
professorship he held till May, 1870, and on resigning it he was 
succeeded by Dr. James Bryce, In 1858, on the adyance- 
ment of Dr. Lushington to the office of Judge of the Court 
of Appeal of the province, Dr. ‘T'wiss was appointed to 
succeed him as Chancellor of the diocese of London. On 
the transfer of the semnenenty and matrimonial jurisdic- 
tion from the ecclesiastical to the civil courts, in the same 
year, Dr. ‘T'wiss was created a (Queen's Counsel, and elect- 
eda Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, In August, 1867, he was 
appointed Her Majesty's Advocate-Ceneral, in succession to 
Sir R. J. Phillimore, who became Judge of the Admiralty 
Court on the retirement of the Right Hon, Stephen Lush- 
ington, and Dr, ‘I'wiss reccived the honour of knighthood 
in the ensuing November. Sir ‘I'ravers 'l'wiss has written 
various works, among which may be mentioned: “ Epi- 
tome of Niebuhr’s History of Rome,” published in 1827; 
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“The Oregon Question examined with respect to Facts 
and the Law of Nations,” in 1846 ; “ View of the Progress of 
Political Economy in Europe since the Sixteenth Century,” 
in 1847; “The Relation of the Duchies of Schleswig 
and Holstein to the Crown of Denmark and the Germanic 
Confederation,” in 1848; “The Letters Apostolic of Pope 
Pius IX., considered with reference to the Law of Eng- 
land and the Law of Europe,” in 1851; ‘“‘ Lectures on the 
Science of International Law,” in 1856; ‘*The Law of 
Nations, considered as Independent Political Communities,” 
in 1861; and “ Law of Nations in Time of War,” in 1863. 

Mr. John Graham, solicitor, of Sunderland (firm, J. & T. 
W, Graham), has been elected to represent’ the Bridge ward 
in the Town Council of that borough, in succession to Mr. 
Henry Dixon, who retired in order to accept the office of 
clerk to the borough magistrates, 

The Lord Chancellor has, on the recommendation of Mr. 
John Settle, Coroner for the borough of Stockton-on-Tees, 
sanctioned the appointment of Dr. George Moore, of Hartle- 
pool, as deputy coroner for the Stockton ward. 

The Morning Post understands there is not any intention 
to fill up the office of Queen’s Advocate, vacant by the resig- 
nation of Sir Travers Twiss. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATGS. 
BIRTHS. 

CLreEAvVE—On March 19, at Brandon House, Buckhurst-hill, 
Essex, the wife of John Jones Cleave, Esq., barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

Dyne—On March 19 at 3, Caen-terrace, Highgate, the wife of 
John Bradley Dyne, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 

KirkE—On March 17, at The Hill House, Cradley Malvern, 
the wife of Henry Kirke, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

UnDERHILL—On March 17, at Newbridge, Wolverhampton, 
= — of Joseph Underhill, Esq., barrister-at-law, ot a 

aug hter. 


DEATHS, 
FREELAND—On March 15, at 21, Cambridge-gardens, John 
Freeland, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, formerly, Solicitor to South 


Exstern Railway Company, aged 42. 
LupLow—On Friday, March 15, Mr. Henry Ludlow, solicitor, 
of Birmingham, and of Park-road, Moseley, aged 53. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, March 15, 1872, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

fndustrial and General Life Assurance and Deposit Company.—Petition 
fur winding up, presented March 9, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on March 22. Harcourt, King’s-rd, Bedford-row, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

Sun Permanent Benefit Society.—T he Master »f the Rolls has, by an 
order dated Feb 24, ordered that the above society be wound up. 
Pope, Gt James-st, Bedford-row, solicitor for the petitioner. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Alten and Queenangen Mining Company (Limited).—-Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented March 14, directed to be heard before the Master of 
the Rollson March 23, Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for an 
petitioners. 

Bristol Victoria Pottery Company (Limite d).— The Master of the Rolls 
has fixed March 22 at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of the 
official liquidator. 

Incorporate Victuallers’ Tea and Coffee Company (Limited).—Vice- 
Chincellor Wickens has, by an order dated March 8, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Lewis & Co., Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioner, 

Tuxspay, March 19, 1872. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway Company.—Vice-Chance!lor 
Malins has, by an order dated March 13, ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Hargrove and Co, Victoria-st, Westminster, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof, 
Fatvay, March 15, 1872, 
Batson, Stanlake Ricketts, Horseheath Lodge, Cambridge, Esq. April 6. 
’ Batson ve Batson, V.C. Wickens. Merediths & Co, New-sq, Lin- 
coln’s-inn 
Bedford, Jas, Stoulgrove, Gloucester, Esq. April 12. Bedford v Bedford, 
V.C. Wickens. Vincent, Ryde 
Green, Jas, St James’-st, Islington, Gent. April 24. Green v Johnson, 
V.C. Wickens. Hales, Clifford’s-inn, Fleet-st 
Hembery, Joseph Hy, Barnet, Herts, So'icitor. Aprill3, Field # Field, 
V.C. Malins, Field, Furnival’s.inn 
Holmes, Geo, Lothian-rd, Camberwell, Schoolmaster, Aprill0, Holmes 
» Holmes, M.R. Mote, Walbrook 





Matthews, Jas, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Love v Baker, V.C. 

2 — ag ~ ay ae Lincoln’s-inn 
ay, Joseph, Mile Hill, nr Romsey, Hants, Esq. April 10, 
Potter, M.R. Stead & Co, Romsey on ° —- 

Thompson, Matthew, Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland, Esq. April 21. 
Thompson v Barra, V.C. Wickens. Burra, New-sq, Lincoin’s-inn 

Trotter, John, Newnham, Gloucester, Coal Proprietor. April 15. 
Thomas v Thomas, V.C. Wickens, Carter & Goold, Newnham 

Williams, Benj Remington, George-st, Portman-sq, Gent. April 8. 
Burr v Allen, V.C. Malins. Langley & Gibbon, Gt James-st, 
Bedford-row 

Woodward, John, March, Cambridge, Gent. April 8. Woodward o 
Woodward, V.C, Bacon. Woodward, Sussex-rd, Seven Sisters’-rd 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TueEspaY, March 12, 1872. 
Meara, John, Birstall, York, Grocer. April 15, 
mondwike 
Moss, John, Poulton-le-Fylde, Lancashire, Medical Student. April 1. 
Charnlee & Co, Preston 
Price, John Wild, Margate, Kent, Gent. May 1. 
Rider-st 
nae Ann, Edgbaston, Warwick. March 31. Sanders & Smith 


rm 
Sanders, Chas, Euston-rd, Statuary. May 13. Taylor & Co, Gt James- 
st, Bedford-row 


April 8. 


Iveson, Heck 


Hussey, Gt Knight 


Faipay, March 15, 1872. 

Barnes, Edwd Edwin, Coleherne-rd, West Brompton, Gent. 
Pamphilon, Join st, Adelphi 

Clowes, Thos, Maitland-pk-villas, 
Wright, Belford-row 

Davey, Geo Middleton, Lewes, Sussex, Surgeon Dentist. 
Hubbard & Son, Bucklersbury 

Deacon, Wm, Reading, Berks, April 23, 
Plowden-b!dgs, Middie Temple 

Earle, Hy, Barking, Essex, Gent. April 27. Blewitt, Ilford, Essex 

Gibbs, Alice, High-st, Croydon, Widow. April 20. Kempson & Co, 
Ahbingdon-st, Westmiuster 

Grant, Fras, Doddington, Cambridge, Widow. April i5. Dawbara & 
Wise, March ‘ 

Green, Eliz, Southport, Lancashire, Spinster. 
Wigan 

Howell, Richd, Finchlev-rd, Esq. April 25. Church & Co, Bedford row 

Jones, John, Carmarthen, Merchant. April 30. Barker, Carmarthen 

Lickfold, Edwd, Hillgrove, Sussex, Farmer. May 1. Albery & Lucas, 


Midburst ‘ 

Minithorpe, Eliza, Tnbridge Wells, Kent. April 20. Tatham & 
Procter, Lincoln’s-inn- fields 

Minithorpe, Wm, Tonbridge Wells, Esq. April 20. Tatham & Procter, 
Linzoln’s-ian- fields 

North, Thos, Oxferd, Gent. May 1. Walsh, Oxford 

Ounsworth, John, Bowling, York, Furnace Builder. 
Bradford 

Preston, Wm, Lpool, Esq. 

Ridley, Dorothy, Sunderland, Durham, Spinster. 
Sunderland 

Sanderson, Jas Monroe, Langham Hotel, Portland-pl. 
Storey’s-gate, Gt George-st, Westminster 

Sharpe, Wm Hy, Cumberland-st, Hackney-road, Geant. Janel. Words- 
worth & Co, Threadneedle-st 

Simpson, Edwin, Meiford, Suffulk, Surgeon. April 20. Almack & Fisher, 
Melford 

Smiraove, Catherine, Weymouth-st, Portland-pl, Spinster. May 1. 
Barlow & Cr, Essex st, Strand 

Smith, Wm, Kennington-lane, Printer, April 1. 
cross 

Swabey, Wm, Woburn, Bedford, Esq. May 1. 
Covent-gdn 

Teevan, John Watton, Chesham-st, Belgrave-sq, Barrister-at-law. June 
1. Drummonis & Co, Croydon 

Turnbull, Montagu Hy, Sheepstead House, Berks, Esq. April 16. 
Freshfield, Bank-bidgs 

Turner, Wm, Wetwang, York, Farmer. May 1. Hodgson, Gt Driffield 

Liddle, Newport 
April 15, Ramsden, 


May !. 
May lL. 
May 1. 
Barfiel d, 


Haverstock-hill, Esq. 


Land Valuer. 


April 25. Taylor, 


June 1. 


April 26. Harvey & Alsop, Lpool 
March 30. 


April 22. Pead, 


Steel, 


Grant, Kennington- 
Few & Co, Henrietta-st, 


Weate, Wm, Goldstone, Salop, Farmer. April 1. 
Whiteley, Ann, Know! Bank, Go car, York, Widow. 


Huddersfield 
Bankrupts. 
Faipay, March 15, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Church, Fras Albert, Thos Summers, and Wm Davis, Old Change, Stay 
Warehousemen. Pet March 12. Murray. March 26 at 
Coopman, Hy, Nelson-st, Commercial-rd, Provision Merchant, Pet 
March 13. Spring-Rice, March 26 at ll é 
Wright, Wm, Fenchureh-st, Promoter of Railway Companies. Pet 
March 12, Tepys. March 26 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Blanchard, Wm, Pocklingham, York, Fellmonger, 
kins. York, March 23 at 12 
Burgess, Wm, Belvedere, Kent, Horse Agent. Pet March 12. . Acworth. 
Rochester, March 25 at 3 
Cockings, Jas Septimus, Birm, Nail Manufacturer, Pet Maren 12. 
Chauntier. Birm, April 8 at 2 A 
Johnson, Geo, Pensax Court Farm, Worcester, Farmer. Pet Mareh 12. 
Weller, Derby, 
Pet March ll, 


Pet March 5. Per- 


Talbot, Kidderminster, March 27 at 12 
Kirkman, Joseph, Derby, Joiner. Pet March 13. 
April 4at 12 
Luckings, John, St Aun, Lewes, Sussex, Innkeeper. 
Blaker, Lewes, March 27 at tl : 
Miles Wm, jun, and Thos Miles, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Carriers, 
Pet March 9. Bell, Kingston, March 26 at 3.45 R 
Pattison, Geo, Hartlepool, Darham, Innkeeper, Pet March 12, Ellis. 
Sunderland, April 4 at (2 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, March 15, 1872, 


Freeman, Richd, North-st, Lisson-grove, Butcher. March 12 
Pickersgill, Richd, Blackburn, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. March 11 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tuespay, March 19, 1872. 
Adams, Alfd, Lpool, out of business. April 3 at 3, at office of Ponton, 
Vernon chambers, Vernon st, Lpool 
Adams, Hy, High st, Marylebone, Leather Seller. April 1 at 11, at 
Kennan’s Hotel, Crown ct, Cheapside. New, Basinghall st 
Allardyce, Archibald de Lacey, Oxford, Baker. April 4 at 11, at office 
of Mallam, High st, Oxford ; 
Bayspoole, Frede, Winchester, Hants, Hatter. April 1 at 11, at the 
Black Swan Hotel, High st, Winchester. Faithful 
Bland, Geo, Hertford, Ostler. April 2 at 12. at office of Cobham & Hunt, 
Baldock st, Ware é 
Boaler, Bernard, Mansfield Woodh , Notts, Malster. April 2 at 12, 
at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Hogg 
Boulter, John, East rd, City rd, Plumber. March 27 at 4, at offices of 
Chidley, Gt Tower st 
Burrow, Jas, Ottery Saint Mary, Devon, Beerhouse Keeper. April 1 at 
2, at the London Tavern, Ottery Saint Mary. Jeffery, Ottery Saint 
Mary 
Chambers, Wm Edwd Rouse Boughton, Fladbury, Worcester, Mals‘er. 
April 4 at 11, at the Crown Hotel, Evesham. Eades, Evesham 
Clayden, Jas, Bingfield st, Caledonian rd, Islington, Corn Chandler. 
March 30 at 1, at offices of Cogswell, Gracechurch st. Rashleigh, 
Gracechureh st 
Cooke, Levit, Peterborough, Northampton, Baker. April 5 at 12, at 
office of Gaches, Market pl, Peterborough 
Creba, Joseph Wm, Brownlow st, Drury lane, Manufacturer of Port- 
manteaus. March 27 at 12, at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. 
Sherring, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Cross, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Butcher. April 6 at 11, at offices of 
Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Davis, John, Conwil, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. April 4 at 10.5, at office 
of Lloyd, High st, Haverfordwest 
Dodsworth, Anthony, Peel st, Kensington, Baker. March 23 at 3, at 
offices of Goatiy, Bow st, Covent Garden 
Durden, Chas, Pope’s rd, Brixton, out of business. March 28 at 3, at 11, 
Beaufort bidgs, Strand. Parkes 
Edmonds, Wm Geo, Bideford, Devon, Seedsman, April 4 at 2, at offices 
of Thorne, Cross st, Barnstaple 
Emdin, Wm Hy, Aldersgate st, Importer. April 2 at 2, at the Guildhall 
Coffee house, Gresham st. Helsham Little Britain 
Fletcher, Stephen, Cheetham hill, nr Manch, Builder. April 3 at 4, at 
offices of Addleshaw, King st, Manch 
Gardiner, Matthew, Pontefract, York, Chemist. April 3 at 12, at office 
of Barra:t, Barstow sq, Wakefield 
Gent, Fredc, Bridgwater, Somerset, Butcher. March 28 at 2, at offices 
of Reed & Cook, King’s sq, Bridgwater 
Gray, John Griffis, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Boot Maker. April4 at 
12, ai offices of Wright, John st, Sunderiand 
Green, Godfrey, Leyton rd, Stratford, Clothier. April 2 at 2, at offices 
of Poole, Barthoiomew close 
Hakes, Thoe, Lpool, Stockbroker. April 4 at 3, at offices of Masters & 
Fletcher, North John st, Lpool 
Halstead, Alien, Shelley, nr Huddersfield, York, Stay Manufacturer. 
April 11 at 3, at offices of Learoyd & Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Harwood, Jas, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Professor of Music. April 2 
at 1}, at offices of Radcliffe, Clayton si, Blackburn 
Henderson, John, Russell gdns, Russell st, Brixton rd, Oilman. April 
8 at 12, at office of Greaves, Fenchurch st 
Hinchliff, Wm, Sonthwark bridge rd, Corn Dealer. April 3 at 3, at the 
Corn Exchange Tavern, Mark lane. Willoughby & Sen, Clifford’s inn 
Hinchliffe, Wm, Halifax, York, Draper. April 3 at 3, at the White Lion 
Hotel, Halifax 
Hodges, John Hy, Bristol, Farnicure Dealer. April 3 at 11, at offices of 
Plummer, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Hodgins, John, Manch, Boot Manufacturer, & Wm Hodgins, Manch, 
Tailor. Aori! 4at3, at th Star Inn, Deansgate, Manch. Woodall 
Hodgson, Jonathan, Caldbeck, Cumberland, Innkeeper. April 3 at 11, 
at offices of Carrick, Wigton 
Houlden, Williamson, Bainton, York, Farmer. March 27 at 1, at offices 
of Bainton, Lairgate, Beverley 
Haskinson, Chas Hy, Middlesborouga, York, Mercer. March 26 at Ul, 
at the Victoria Hotel, Leeds, Dobson, Middiesborough 
Jacques, John, Deal, Kent, Carpenter. April 1 at 12, at the Royal 
Exchange Hotel, Deal. Drew 
Jenkins, Albert, Worcester, Corn Merchant. March 28 at 10.30, at office 
of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 
Jenkins, Mary, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. April } at 3, at 
offices of T-nuaut, Aberavon 
Jones, Jas, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 5 at 12, at 39, Broad st, 
Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 
Levy, Natianiel, Florence st, Upper st, Islington, Meat Salesman. 
April 3 at 2, as the Chamber of Commerce, Cheapside. Barnett, New 
Broad st 
Longworth, Thos, Farnworth, Lancashire, Collier. April 3 at 3, at offices 
of Ramwell & Pennington, Mawdsley st, bolton 
Lovell, Eliz Mary Bishop, Weston-super-Mare, 8 t, Confecti iy 
March 25 at 3, at the Apple-tree Inn, Broadmead, Bristol, Hope, 
Serle st, Lincoin’s inn 
Manning, John, Stayner’s rd, Mile End rd, Baker. April 10 at 2, at 
office of Holloway, Bali’s Pond rd, Islington. Heathfield, Lincoin’s- 
inn-fields 
Marriott, Eliz, Brixtonrd, Dealer in Fancy Goods. April 3 at 10, at office 
of Howard & Co, New Bridge st 
Marsh, Thos, Newark-upon-Trent, Notts, Coal Merchant. March 30 at 
11, at the Newark Arms ion, Newark-npon-Trent. Newton 
igham, Juhs, Newcastie-apou-Tyne, Tailor. March 30 at 12, at 
offices of Kidd & Co, Koyul arcade, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Morgan, Hy Thos, Birm, Printer. April § at 11, at office of Allen, 
Union passage, Birm 











Mutter, Joshua, Newport, Monmouth, Boot Maker. March 28 at 12, at 
office of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Oakden, Joseph, Congleton, Chester, Clerk in Holy Orders. April 12 

Lion & Swan Hotel, Congleton. Garside, Congleton 

Offer, April 4 at 12, at offices of Henderson & 
Salmon, Bristol 3 

Orr, David Todd, Canton st, East India rd, Master Mariner. Mareh 28 
at 12, at offices of Westall & Roberts, Leadenhall st 

Orton, John, Billericay, Essex, Butcher. April 2 at 3, at the Red Lion 
Im, Billericay. ‘oodward, Ingram ct, Fenchurch st 

Price, Hy Watkins, Oundle, Northampton, Grocer. April 2 at 1, at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Atter, Peterborough 

Painter, Vernon John, Eccleshall, Stafford, out of business. March 30 
at 10, at offices of Brough, St Mary’s pl, Stafford 

Peel, Walter, Halifax, York, Butcher. April 3 at 3, at the Brown Cow 
Hotel, Halifax. Leeming, Halifax 

Pickup, Jas, Danl Callow, & Wm Kirk, Blackburn, Lancashire, 
Machinery Warpers. April 2 at 11, at office of Boote & Edgar, 
George-st, Manch 

Ramsden, Fredk, Huddersfield, York, Drysalter. April3 at 3, at offices 
of Learoyd & Learoyd, Buxton-road, Huddersfiel 

Reynolds, Joseph John, Birm. Manufacturer of Cut Tacks. April 4 at 
at 11, at 34, Waterloo st, Birm, Tyndall & Co 

Roberts, Hy Oxley, Ferrybridge, York, Corn Miller. March 28 at 1l,at 
offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Rowbotham , Wm, Anstey, Leicester, Brewer. March 28 at 12, at office 
of Haxby, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Rudd, Thos, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Draper. April 9 at 12, at offices of 
Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastie-on-T yne rs 

Rudkin, Richard Pettifor, Rothley, Leicester, Builder, Aprii 4 at 12, at 
office of Freer & Co, New st, Leicester 

Sandon, Alf, Silchester rd, Notting hill, Dyer. March 26 at 12, at office 
of Marshal), Hatton garden 

Sheppard, Edwd, Bristol, Watchmaker. March 26 at 2, at offices of 
Ward, Broad st, Bristol 

Simmonds, Thos Hy, Golden lane, Fancy Box Manufacturer, April3 
at 1, at offices of Cogswell, Gracechurch st. Rashleigh, Gracechureh st 

Simpson, Isaac, Nottingham, Confectioner. April 8 at 12, at offices of 
Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Smith, Wm, Benfieldside, Durham, out of business. April 4 at 12, at 
offices of Hoyle & Cu, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Smyth, Chas Laurcelot, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Draper. April 6 at 
11, at offices of Marshall, Essex pl, Cheltenham 

Stenning, John, and Alfa Stenning, Brighton, Sussex, Builders. April 
3 at 2.30, at the Old Ship Hotel, Brighton. Verrall, Brighton 

Styan, Jane Leadley, York, Widow. April 2 at 12, at offices of Mann & 
Son, New st, York. Watson, York 

Sutherland, Donald, Carmarthen, Draper. April 3 at 10.5, at office of 
Lloyd, High st, Haverfordwest 

Talbot, Wm Elijah, Wacton, Norfolk, Farmer. March 30 at 3, at office 
of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Tarling, Jas Harvey, Totienbam rd, Kingsland, out of business. April 
3 at 2, at office of Phipos, Farringdon st 

be Brook, Dewsbury, York, Draper. April 8 at 11, at offices of 

~— & Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfiel 
be tes ichd, Liwynoun Mill, nr Wrexham, Flint, Upholsterer. April 
at 2, atthe Crown Inn, Booth st, Manch. Sherratt, Wrexham 

Tombs, Hy John, Upton St. Leonard’s, Gloucester, Builder. April 3 at 
2, at offices of Taynton & Son, Ashmeade House, Gloucester 

Tonkin, John, Exeter, Bootmaker, April 3 at 11, at offices of Huggins, 
Paul st, Exeter 

Toulson, Nicholson, Leeds, Ironmonger. April 3 at3, at office of 
Walker, East parade, Leeds 

Vincent, John, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gardener. April 1 at I, 
at offices‘of Wansbrough, High st, Weston-super-Mare. Reed & Cook, 
Bridgwater 

Wakefield, Geo, Kirtlington, Oxtord, Bootmaker. April 4 at 12, at 
St. Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford. Hurford & Taylor 

Ware, John, Exeter, Builder, April 6 at 1i, at the Queen’s Hotel, 
Queen st, Exeter. Fryer, Exeter 

Wilcock, Wm, Prescot, Lancashire, Publican. April 2 at 12, at offices 
of Forshaw & Co, Prescot 

Woodnorth, Peter, Hednesforth, Stafford, Comm Agent. April 3 at 
11, at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 


EDE & SON, 


ROBE Dap MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TO HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
Most convenient, economical, and fine-flavoured stock for Beef 
Tea (about 24d. a pint), Soups, Sauces, and made dishe-, costing hardly 
more than one-fourth of what it would when made of fresh meat; keeps 
good for any time even after jars being opened, 1b. jars recommended, 
being relatively the cheapest size, 
Now permanently used in most households in town and country. 
Caution.—Ask for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT, being the only 
sort warranted Genuine and Perfect by Barou Liebig, the Inventor, 
requiring his Signature on every Jar. 


ATIONAL INSTITUTION for DISEASES of 

the SKIN. Puysrctan—Dr, BARR MEADOWS. _ Patients 

attend at 227, Gray’s-inn-road, King’s cross, on Mondays and Thursdays, 

and at J0, Mitre-street, Aldgate, on Wednesdays and Fridays ; morning 

at 10, evening from 6 till 9. Average number of cases under treatment, 
1,000 weekly. THOMAS ROBINSON, Hon. Sec. 
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